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FOREWORD 


The  DD  Forms  1391  contained  herein  provide  the  justification 
data  required  to  support  the  Fiscal  Year  1986  Army  Procurement 
Budget  Estimates  as  submitted  to  Congress  In  February  1985. 
Projects  for  the  Aircraft  Procurement,  Army  appropriation 
are  reflected  on  pages  1~8,  for  the  Missile  Procurement ,  Army 
appropriation  on  pages  9-12,  for  the  Procurement  of  Weapons 
and  Tracked  Combat  Vehicles,  Army  appropriation  on  pages 
13-32,  and  for  tne  Procurement  of  Ammunition,  Army  appropriation 
on  pages  33-59. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

JUSTIFICATION  OF  ESTIMATES  FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  1986 
SUMMARY 


P-1  Line  No.  37 

Appropriation:  Procurement  of  Aircraft,  Army 
Activity  -  Support  Equipment  and  Facilities 


Location 

Pro.lect  No. 

Pro.lect  Title 

($  Millions) 
Cost  Estimate 

Pag< 

No, 

Stratford  Army 

Engine  Plant 

Stratford,  Connecticut 

186817^ 

Waste  Oil  Incineration 

$  .8 

2 

Stratford  Army 

Engine  Plant 

Stratford,  Connecticut 

1868173 

Refurbish  Building  #19 
Complex 

$3.9 

5 

1 


I  1.  Co>;.3ntnt  |  I  2>  D«t« 

/.r.HT.  jrY  19e6  military  construction  project  data!  -rr  ]gp5 


I 


I 


|}.  Ir.  itcllitjon  and  location  |a.  Project  Title 

1  Stratford  Artjf  Engine  Plant  Stratford Waste  Oil  Incineration 
I _  Conn.  _  ^ _ _ _ j_ _ 


1  >  .•  Prograa  Eleaentl  6.  C  a  t  e  g  c  r  )r  Coda  |7. Project  huober  iB  .  Project  Coat  (JCCO) 

}_ _ { _ _ ^.j _ _ 

1 _ L:._F  Eatieetee 


I  t  c  S 


Insiallaticn  of  Facilities,  ie.,  burner 
‘  asseciblies,  piping,  pur.ps,  filtration 
equipoient  6t  storage  tank.  Sub  Total 

Contingency  Percent  (7.50%) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

j Supervision  Inspection  &  0  Head  (5.00%) 
j  Total  P>equeEC 

.Installed  Equipcrient  -  Other  Approp. 


O/M 


LS 


i  T  r 


■| — C 


Unit  Coat 


cat 
( tOOC ) 


691,466.00 

51,860.00 

743,326.00 

37,166.03 

780,492.00 

-0- 


•iO.  Ceocription  of  Proposed  Cenatruction 


[  A.  Install  a  new  burner  assembly  cn  each  of  two  of  the  three  central  plant  boilers 
j  in  Duildir^g  r2  to  allav  for  supplementary  firing  of  waste  oil  in  addition  to  the 
;  present  d^al  fuel  (So.  6  oil  and  interruptible  natural  gas)  firing  capabilities. 

;  i^aste  oil  will  he  stored  in  a  new  60,000  gal.  storage  tank  to  be  installed  bet\«en 
’  the  existing  400,000  gal.  storage  tank  and  Building  #48.  Install  all  necessary 
piping,  waste  oil  p'um.ps  ar.c  filtration  equipi^nt.  No  demolition  work  is  required. 

'  bnergy  savings  results  from,  the  energy  contained  in  the  waste  oil,  which  would 
’  :-.crr.ally  be  disposed  of  (rt  a  cost  of  5J. 30/gal).  Additional  savings  results  frctr. 

;  re-ured  cor.S-m.ji:  :cn  cf  standard  boiler  iuel. 


E.stirr.rted  Annual  Dollar  Sa'.'inj 


8160,000 


Estimated  er.nual  Energv  Savings 
Sbr.ple  .-^".ortizcticn  Period 


11,782  hSTli 
4.2  Years 


I 

I 


I 
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I  3.  Instillation  and  Location 

I  Sttatfoid  A r > y  Engine  Plant  •  Stratford  Conn. 
I  A.  Project  Title 


Waste  Oil  Incineraticn 


bliPPLEMENTAL  DATA 


A.  Esticiated  Annual  Cost  to  Operate  Proposed  Facility 

B.  Number  of  Additional  Personnel  Necessary  to  Carry 
Out  the  Function  of  the  Proposed  Facility 


C.  Estimated  Life-Cycle  Cost  to  Operate  and  Maintain 
the  Desired  Facility 

D.  Estimated  Life-Cycle  Cost  to  Operate  and  Maintain 
the  Existing  Facility  if  N«j  Facility  is  a 
Replacement 

E.  Planning  and  Design  Data  (Estimate) 

1.  Status 

a.  Date  Design  Started 

b.  Per  Cent  Conplete  as  of  January  1,  1985 

c.  Per  Cent  Ccmplete  as  of  October  1,  1986 

d.  Date  Design  Ccmpleted 

2.  Basis 

a.  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  Yes 

b.  Where  Design  was  most  Recently  Used 


Cost  (Total  ) 

a.  PrcKiuction  of  Plans  and  Specs  (6i/i  Limit) 

b.  All  Other  Design  Costs 

c.  Total  Cost  “  (a  +  b)  =  (d  +  e) 

d.  Contract 

e.  In  house 

Construction  Start  Date  (Planned) 


F.  Equipment  Associated  with  This  Project  which  will  be 
with  Other  Appropriations. 


I  S.  Projact  Muabcr 
{  186817A _ 


$  2^500 


0 

(People) 


>62,500 


March  1985 
0% 

1007o 

October  1986 


X  .  No 
Raymark  Corporation 
Stratford,  Conn, 


$34,573 

0 

$34,573 
$  34,573 
0 

April  1986 
Month  &  Year 


Provided 


for*  Dt  13yic 


1  D  •  c  7  < 


page  “ 


^  Pro;ra*  tlcaentl  6,  Ci 

1 1 1  g  0  r  )r 

C 

e  1 

|7.froj*cl  I 

1 
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1 

1868173  i 

Deaiolition  BLdg.  51 
Additions  Bldg.  19,  19B,  51  62 

Rearrangements  Bldg.  19,  19A,  19B  &  62 
Oil  Pvack 

Site  Work  (Fencing,  Relocate  Underground 
Facilities) 

Lilting  Cranes 

Sub  Total  = 

Contingency  Percent  (10.007.) 

Total  Contract  Cost 
Supervision  Insp.  L  Ohead  (5.007.) 

TOTAL  REQUEST  = 

Installed  Equipment  -  Other  Approp. 


Ccecri^tien  ef  Prspetec!  Cenitructien 

Construct  additions  to  Buildings  #19 ,  i9B  L  62 
■  t/uilding  #19:  Expansion 

BuildlTir,  irl95:  Second  Floor  Addition  (Control  Rccn) 
Building  r*:2:  Expansion 

Rssrrange.Tenc  of  remaining  buildings  #19,  19a,  i9B,  62 
including  envirormental  systems: 


U/«  1 

Cuantltr  j  Unit  C 

sq.ft. 

763 

27.00 

sq.ft. 

28,000 

87.00 

sq.ft.  1 

14,000 

55.00 

ea  '  1 

300 

j  17.00 

I 

1 

mi  sc. 

1 

1 

ea  1 

2 

6,500.00 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Building  7719:  Rearrange  Equipment  -  Wiring,  etc. 

building  =liA.:  F.ework  Floor  -  New  Machine  Eases 
building  #19B:  Office,  Lunch  and  Re.st  Roars 
Building  r62:  Rearrange  Equipment  -  Wiring,  etc. 

0.  i^e-rclish  and  Remove  Building  #51 
Construct  n»-7  Building  #51 

u.  Building  7r56  -  Relocate  and  Redesign  Lifting  Cranes 


J  Cctt 

(  S  0  0  C  ) _ 

20,7u5.00 
2,436,000.00 
770, 000. OU 
5,100.00 

150,000.00 

13,000.0j 

3,394,B05.00 

339,480.00 

3,734,285.00 

186,715.00 

3,921,000.00 

-0- 


12,00U  sq.  ft. 
3,900  sq.  ft. 
9,100  sq.  ft. 


“,84C  sq.  ft. 
3,20'0  sq.  ft. 
2,000  sq.  ft. 
960  sq.  ft. 

768  sq.  ft. 
3,000  sq.  ft. 


1*  Ceaponcnt  | 

*RHY  I  rt  1»86  HILITARY  COhSlROCIXOH  PROJECT 

_ _J _ 

3.  IfidillstlonindLeeitlori 

Stratford  Aray  Cngini  Plant  ,  Stratford  Conn. 


4.  Projtct  Titla 

Refurbish  Building  fl9  Ccuplex 


DATA 


12.  Data 

I 

I _ 


i  5.  Projact  Nuobar 

I 

I _ 1868173  _ 


I 


11.  REQUIREMENTS:  Additions  and  new  Building  28,000  sq.  ft. 

Demolition  of  Building  768  sq.  ft. 

Rearrangement  of  Buildings  14,000  sq.  ft. 

Note:  A  building  and  equipment  survey  is  required 
Co  determine  if  any  additional  VK>rk  is  required 
to  be  in  conpliance  with  OSHA  regulations. 

tl£iL£i=  This  project  will  provide  for  a  more  efficient  test  facility 

to  properly  test  engine  conponents  with  precision  and  safety 
in  addition  to  providing  a  proper  working  environment  for 
personnel. 


Reeuir'eaenta:  This  project  is  required  to  meet  the  long  range  goals  of 

quality  and  energy  efficient  turbine  engines.  All  construction 
will  conform  to  OSHA,  DOD  and  NTFA  building  construction 
standards . 


Currant  Oeeratien:  These  buildings  are  occupied  and  operational.  Building 

prograns  must  be  phased,  so  as  not  to  effect  operation 
of  facility. 

Tactct  If  net  Proviead:  Non-3vaiiability  of  an  updated  microprocessor 

controlled  test  facility  as  required  by  present 
day  and  future  generation  gas  turbine  engine 
coiponents  will  make  it  extremely  difficult  to 
accatmodate  the  additional  tests  required  and  to 
properly  certify^he  engine  performance. 


Bavici'  H.'-C&ri*nc6r  ,ti3itdctor 
Plant  Engineering  &  Maintenance 


Estimated  Construction  Start: 
Estimated  Midpoint  of  Construction: 
LstiTiated  Construction  Completion: 


March  1986 
December  1986 
October  1987 


for*  OD  13fle 
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J.  JnatiTlatlon  and  Lecatlsn 
Stratford  Aroy  Engine  Plant 

A.  Project  Titla 

Refurbish  Building  19  Complex 


Stratferd  Conn, 


SJPPLEMET'ITAL  ttATA 


is.  Project  Nuaber 

I  1868173 


A.  Estimated  Annual  Cost  to  Operate  Proposed  Facility 

B.  N'onber  of  Additional  Personnel  Necessary  to  Carry  Out 
the  Function  of  the  Proposed  Facility 

C.  Estimated  Life-Cycle  Cost  to  Operate  and  Maintain  the 
Desired  Facility 

D.  Estimated  Life-Cycle  Cost  to  Operate  and  Maintain  the 
Existing  Facility  if  New  Facility  is  a  Replacenent 

E.  Planning  and  Design  Data  (Estimate) 

1.  Status 

a.  Date  Design  Started 

b.  Per  Cent  Canplete  as  of  January  1,  19S5 

c.  Per  Cent  Complete  as  of  October  1,  1986 

d.  Date  Design  Cocpleted 


Basis 

a.  Standard  or  Definitive  Design 

b.  U'nere  Design  was  most  PvecenCly  Used 


Yes  X 


$  50,000 
0 

(People) 


$1,250,000 


January  1985 

ox 

100% 

January  1986 


I.B.M.  Corporation 
Peekskili,  Ne^  York 


5.  Cost  (Total) 

a.  Production  of  Plans  and  Specs  (6%  Limit) 

b.  Other  Design  Costs 

0.  Total  Cost  =  (a  +  b)  =  (d  +  e) 

d .  Contract 

e.  In  House 

A.  Construction  Start  Date  (Planned) 


$  235,260 
0 

$  235,260 
$  235,260 
0 

Mardi  1986 


rtt  »  00  1  J9  Ic  T  Dec  7  4 
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_ ! _ 

Jngtiiiitlon  me  Locitlon 
Stretford  *r»r  Cnglne  Plerit 


I  2- 

COhSTRUCT ION  PROJECT  0ATA| 

_____  _  I 


Stretford  Conn. 


Det  • 

'TT'  1?^;: 


L 


F. 


Project  Title 

Refurbish  Building  19  Ccoplex 


I  }.  Project  KuBbar 

I  1868173 


EquifnenC  Associated  with  This  Project  which  will  be  Provided  Fran  Ocher 
Appropriations. 


I 


BUILDING  19  COMPLEX  -  (XIMPOiiENT  TESTING 

Description 

Refurbish  Eddy  Current  Clutch 
Replaceovent  of  Vacuum  Pimps 
Aerodynamic  Piping 
Replace  Switchgear  (Bldg.  51) 
Control  Refurbislment 
Upgrade  high  Pressure  Air  Drive 
Turbine  Testway 
KighCiLa'?  Temp.  Air  Piping 
Pxeger.erator  Test  Facility 
Air  Ccepressor,  Nash  Hytor 
Replace  Cooling  Water  System 
Emission  Test  System. 

Cor.bustor  Testway 

AOO  PSI  Cooling  Air  Supply 

Rep-.;C'-  3  Engine  Drive 


•  I 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

JUSTIFICATION  OF  ESTIMATES  FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  1986 
SUMMARY 


P-1  Line  No.  21 

Appropriation:  Procurement  of  Missiles,  Army 
Activity  5  -  Support  Equipment  and  Facilities 

INSTALLATION  PROJECT  NO.  PROJECT  TITLE 


COST  ESTIMATE 
(MILLIONS) 


Redstone  Arsenal  3862209 
Huntsville,  AL 


Modernization  of 
Rocket  Motor  Loading 
Facility,  Thiokol 


$2.7M 


i.COm^nEnt 

FY  19J6MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

A«MY  _ _ 


X  ll«STALL>kTION  AVO  LOCATION  I  4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant  (DATP)  Warren,  Metrology  Laboratory 
Hictigac  _  | 


s.  mocRAJM  element 


6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

4866036 

S.  PROJECT  COST  ISOOOi 

$685.00 


FSXHAST  PACTiaTY 

Architecfaral/Structural 

Heclianical 

Electrical 

Fire  Protection 

DMKalltion  of  Existing  Facilities 

SulP-^Tocal 

Cootijigeacy 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Sopervision. Inspection,  E  Overheas  (5.50%) 


BEQUEST 


13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 


586.4 

$28.65 

(372.4) 

7.55 

(98.2) 

7.31 

(95.0) 

1.60 

(20.8  ) 

32.0 

618.4 

30.9  • 

649.3 

35.7 

685.0 

10.  OesCRlPTiCM  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTRUCTION 

Cous tract  a  new  Metrology  Laboratory  within  Building  #4,  Detroit  Arsenal  Tan)c, 
Plant.  Preferred  construction  is  a  two  (2)-story  masonry  structure.  The 
walls  and  ceilings  shall  minimize  temperature  loss  or  gain  and  humidity 
Migration.  The  environmental  control  equipment  shall  be  designed  for  heavy 
duty  use  in  this  type  of  operation.  Also  included  are  necessary  mechanical 
and  electrical  utilities  for  a  laboratory  as  well  as  necessary  fire 
protection. 

Tne  work  will  include  demolishing  and  restoring  the  area  presebtky  occupied 
by  ttie  existing  Metrology  Laboratory.  Accessibility  for  the  handicapped 
will  be  provided. 

XI-  PROJECT: 

Construct  a  Metrology  Laboratory  in  bays  D  E  E  of  Building  *4,  which  will  be 
used  to  calibrate  gages  and  check  fixtures  required  in  production  processes. 

REQUIREMENT; 

This  project  is  required  to  provide  the  specified  facility  and  conditions 
required  for  performance  of  the  calibration  and  checking  procedures  in 
conformity  with  applicable  military  specifications. 


DO  1291 
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until  exhausted 
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1.  COMPONENT  2.  DATE 

FY  1986MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

army 


3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  ( LATP ;  Lima,  Ohio 


4.  PROJECT  TiTlE 
Phase  II  Expansion 


5.  PROJEXIT  NUMBER 
48E5030 


SOPPAEMEMTA^  DATA 


($000) 


Estimated  annual  cost  to  operate  proposed  facility . .  S310 

Number  of  additional  personnel  necessary  to  carry 

out  the  function  of  the  proposed  facility . . . ....3.6  People 

Estimated  life-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain 

the  desired  facility  (25-year  basis) . . $7,750 

Estimated  life-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain 

the  existing  facility  if  new  facility  is  a  replacement . .  N/A 


(This  is  not  a  replacement  facility;  it  is  an  expansion  to  an  cad-Sting 
facility). 

Planning  and  design  data  (estimate) 

1.  Status 

a.  Date  design  started  . 15  DeerwfaeT ,  1983 

t.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  January,  1984  . . 0 

c.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  October,  1985  . . .N/A 

d.  Date  design  completed . . . 7  Jannnry  1985 


a.  Standard  or  definitive  design . . . . . No 

b.  Design  ..,ost  recently  used . ......N/A 

Cost  (Total  S264) 

a  Production  of  plans  and  specs  (6%  limit) . . . ......242 

b.  All  other  design  costs  . - .  22 

c.  Total  cost  »  (a+b)  »  (d+e) .  264 

d.  Contract  .  2  42 

e.  In-house  . . .  22 

Construction  start  date  (Planned) . . . ,.12  Mnrch  1986 


1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  19iiMILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  (LATP) 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

5.  PROJECT  INUMBER  I 

Lima  Expansion  -  PH  II 

4865CS0 

IMPACT  IP  NOT  PROVIDED: 

An  alternative  to  expandin?  facilities  at  XATP  would  be  to  develop  Oetroit 
Arsenal  Tank  Plant  into  a  structures  fabricator.  However,  the  provuioning 
costs  of  DATP  would  be  much  higher  than  expanding  LATP,  priiaarily  becaase  ir 
order  to  meet  minimum  production  capacities  at  some  fabrication  sta:t=ions,  a 
significant  over-f acilitication  would  be  required  at  others.  A  ssi  iiiiiil 
alternative  would  be  to  acquire  the  total  structures  at  a  rate  of  sJLstty 
(60)  per  month  from  another  vendor.  Purchasing  completed  structures  fros 
an  outside  vendor  would  not  be  practical  due  to  his  high  start-up  osKts. 
Partially  completed  structures  would,  in  all  probability  have  to  be 
shuttled  back  and  forth  between  the  vendor  and  LATP  for  utilizatioB  of  the 
large  government  facilities  such  as  the  abrasive  blast  and  structure  paJ.nt 
lines.  The  additional  traffic  associated  with  the  transporting  of  etroet- 
ures  would  add  to  the  extreme  congestion  being  experienced  at  the  peeseat 
time  which  would  also  increase  the  production  costs  per  unit.  If  this 
project  is  not  approved,  a  vendor  or  another  plant  would  be  require^fi  to 
perform  the  fabrication  required  for  structures  above  f90)  per  month-  Sixty 
(60)  per  month  would  be  shipped  tc  the  vendor  or  other  plant  for  ecmigsletion 
of  this  task..  The  structures  would  have  to  be  shipped  back  to  lATT  for 
processing.  Without  this  project,  this  facility  will  have  no  flexrhility 
to  meet  increased  production  schedules  efficiently. 
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\  COMPONENT 
ARMV 


FY  19£fi.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2.  DATE 


’"35 


3  installation  and  location 

LimA  Army  Tank  Plant  (LATP)  Lima,  Ohio 


4  PROJECT  title 
Lima  Expansion 


-  PH  II 


S  PROGRAM  element 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

-  -  n 

7  PROJECT  NUMBER 

a.  PROJECT  COST  ISOBBi 

224-10 

4865030 

$4,400 

1  9  COST  ESTIMATES  I 

ITEM 


OUANTITV 


UNIT 

COST 


COST 

60001 


PRIMARY  FACILITY 

Enclose  Section  Between  Receiving  Dock  i 
Flame  Cut  of  Bldg.  1147  (Edge  Prep) 
(Section  *F" ) . 

Safety  &  Medical  Addition  (Section  "C") 
Sub-Iotal 

Contingency  (5.0%) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision  Inspection  &  Overhead  (5.5%) 
TOTAL  REQDEST 


SF 

SF 


[48,000 

5,800 


66.96 

130.69 


53,972 

13,214) 

(758) 

3,972 

198 

-4,170 

230 

54,400 


10.  OSSCniPTlON  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTRUCTION 

Each  element  of  the  primary  facility  will  consist  of  insulated  metal  Taalls, 
metal  roof  decking,  built-up  roofing  and  reinforced  concrete  floors.  Each 
area  will  include  interior  lighting,  ventilation,  heating  and  heat  retrovery, 
and  all  required  plumbing,  electrical,  telephone  and  fire  protection  eguip- 
ment.  Not  sited  on  flood  plain. 


of  industriel  productioc  space 


11.  PROJECT: 

Construction  of  an  additional  51,800  sc.  ft. 
at  the  Lima  Anr.y  Tank  Plant,  Lima,  Ohio. 

REQUIREHEirr: 

This  project  is  required  to  provide  the  second  increment  of  a  two-phase 
pregram  to  proi-ide  sufficient  industrial  space  to  permit  the  production  of 
150  Abrams  Tanks  per  month.  Adequate  permanent  facilities  are  not  available 
tc  support  this  mission. 

CURRENT  SITUATION: 

This  project  is  required  to  ensure  that  the  LATP  has  the  capability  to  meet 
its  Ml  Tank  production  capacity  ob^jectives  as  dictated  by  the  July  197t  m1 
ASAKC:  as  well  as  support  the  initial  and  continued  Ml  Abrams  Tank  produc¬ 
tion  personnel.  The  existing  crowded  and  congested  areas  lend  to 
inefficiencies  that  could  result  in  lower  production  rates  rather  than  the 
desired  and  necessary  increase. 
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1,  COMPONENT 

army 

FY  19^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

.  -  -  •w'Wv 

1  3.  installation  AND  LOCATION 

Lina  Ar-v  Tar.'  Plant  (LATP)  Lima,  Ohio 

1  4,  PROJECT  TITLE 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

Polyurethane 

Paint  (PUP)  Facility 

48630148 

SOPPLEMBNTAL  DATA 


Estimated  Annual  Cost  To  Operate  Proposed  Facility: 

Number  Of  Additional  Personnel  Necessary  To  Carry 
Out  The  Function  Of  The  PRoposed  Facility: 

Estimated  Life  Cycle  Cost  To  Operate  And  Maintain 
The  Desired  Facility  (25  Year  Basis): 


(SOOO) 

$149,650 


$3,746,250 


Estimated  Life  Cycle  Cost  To  Operate  And  Maintain 
Existing  Facility  If  New  Facility  Is  A  Replacement: 


•  The  proposed  modular  booth  paint  line  is  the  only  feasible  method  of 
applying  Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP)  to  Ml  Abrams  Series  Tan)CB  at  LATP. 

The  existing  paint  line  cannot  be  used  for  Polyurethane  Paint  application 
nor  can  it  be  modified  to  permit  the  use  of  Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP). 
Since  the  existing  system  cannot  b«>  used  for  or  modified  to  permit  the 
performance  of  the  functions  of  the  proposed  system,  no  alternative 
exists  against  which  a  cost  differential  may  be  derived. 

E.  Planning  And  Design  Data: 


Status 

a.  Date  Design  Started 

b.  Percent  Complete  As  Of  1  January  1985 

c.  Percent  Complete  As  Of  1  October  19B5 

d.  Date  Design  Completed 


31  OCT  84 
15% 

ino% 

16  SEPT  85 


Standard  Or  Definitive  Design 
Design  Most  Recently  Used 


a.  production  Of  Plans  t  Specs 

b.  All  Other  Design  Costs 

c.  Total  Cost 

d.  Contract 

e.  In-House 


($000) 

$353.2 

96.8 

450.0 

400.0 

50.0 


4 .  Construction  Start  Date  (Planned ) 


January  1986 
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1.  COMPONENT 


j  1.  COMPONENT 

1  ARMV 

FY  19££.MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PPtOJECT  DATA 
_ 1 

2.  DATE 

.  >-  •  <  V 

(  3  installation  AND  LOCATION 

^  Lima  Ar-  Tar.'.  Plant  ( LATP ) ,  Lima,  Ohio 

i 

4.  PROJECT  title 

Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP)  Facility 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

4863014B 

13.  CURRENT  SZTORTION: 

PUP  cannot  be  applied  due  to  Industrial  hygiene  problems  associated  with 
its  application  in  the  existing  facilities. 

14.  IMPACT  IF  MOT  PROVIDED: 

If  this  project  is  not  approved,  it  will  not  be  possible  to  apply  PUP  to 
the  Abrams  Tanks,  since  the  existing  vehicle  final  paint  systems  cannot 
be  easily  modified  to  utilize  PUP,  which  poses  an  industrial  hygiene 
problem  during  its  application.  Consequently  it  will  not  be  possible  to 
comply  with  the  Army  policy  of  having  its  "First-to-Fight"  vehicles  painted 
with  PUP. 
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COMPONCNT 


FY  19^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


ARMY 


I 


2  DATE 

r::  ihS: 


3  installation  AND  location 

Lir.a  Ar--.-  Tank  Plant,  (LATP) 
Lina,  C 


*  PROJECT  title 

Polyurethane  Paint  Facility 


5  PROCAAM  e..€MENT 

6  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  PROJECT  NUMBER 

6.  PROJECT  COST  ISOOO 

4863014B 

$8,167.0 

<  cost  estimates 


ITEM 


U/M 


OUANTITV 


UNIT 

COST 


COST 

ISOOOI 


PRIMARY  FACILITY 

Modular  Building  Paint  Line 


SF 


27,000 


S201.00 


5,427.0 


SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 


$1,945.0 


Electrical 
Water  Lines 
Sanitary  Sewer 
Steam  Line 
Site  Preparation 
Fume  Incinerator 


(340) 

(85) 

(102) 

(113) 

(170) 

(1,135) 


SOB-TOTAL 

Contingency  (5.00%) 
TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 


7,372.0 

369.0 

7,741.0 


Supervision  Inspection  (  Overhead  (5.50%) 
TOTAL  REQOEST 

»0.  DESCRIPTION  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTRUCTION 


426.0 

$8,167 


This  project  will  provide  environmentally  sound  facilities  capable  of 
applying  Chemical  Agent  Resistant  Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP)  to  the  Abrams 
series  Main  Battle  Tan)c  at  the  Lima  Army  Tan)c  Plant. 


11.  PROJECT: 


The  final  paint  system  consists  of  a  stand  alone  paint  booth  with  water 
wash,  a  curing  oven  and  a  wash  and  blow  off  facility,  and  a  vehicle 
preparation  area.  Also  included  in  the  final  paint  system  arc  computerized 
robots  for  the  application  of  paint  in  a  camouflage  pattern.  All  PUP 
systems  will  be  designed  and  constructed  in  compliance  with  applicable 
state  and  federal  environmental  emiasions  standards,  and  will  include  the 
installation  of  a  fume  incinerator. 


12.  REQUIREMENT: 

Department  of  the  Army  message,  DALO-SMZ-A,  dated  6  Hay  1983,  directed 
that  Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP)  will  be  applied  in  a  camouflage  pattern  not 
later  than  October  1985.  This  project  is  required  at  the  three  General 
Dynamics  Land  Systems  Division  locations  to  insure  that  a  proper  system, 
with  appropriate  capacity,  is  available  to  apply  PUP  to  the  Abrams  series 
of  tan)cs. 
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FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY  M»7/F..V  OA  TA  IS  n  KtDl 


1.  COMPONENT  .  2.  DATE 

FY  I^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA  -  '  jbC 

ARMY  _ 


3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 


Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant,  Warren,  Michigan  (DATP) 


4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

Polyurethane  Paint  Facility 


5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 
4863014A 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA 


A.  Estimated  Annual  Cost  To  Operate  Proposed  Facility 


S67.71C 


B.  Number  Of  Additional  Personnel  Neceasary  To  Carry  Out 
The  Function  Of  The  Proposed  Facility: 

C.  Estimated  Life  Cycle  Cost  To  Operate  And  Maintain 
The  Desired  Facility  (25  Year  Basis:) 


SI, 692. 750 


I.  Estimated  Life  Cycle  Cost  To  Operate  And  Maintain  N/A* 

The  Existing  Facility  If  New  Facility  Is  A  Keplacement: 

The  proposed  modular  booth  paint  line  is  the  only  feasible  method  of 
applying  Polyurethane  Paint  to  Ml  Abrams  Series  Tanks  at  DATP.  The 
existing  paint  line  cannot  be  used  for  Polyurethane  Paint  application 
nor  can  it  be  modified  to  permit  the  use  of  Polyurethane  Paint.  Since 
the  existing  system  cannot  be  used  for  or  modified  to  permit  the  performance 
of  the  functions  of  the  proposed  system,  no  alternative  exists  against 
which  a  cost  differential  may  be  derived. 


E.  Planning  And  Design  Data: 

1 .  Status 

a.  Date  Design  Started 

b.  Percent  Complete  As  Of  1  January  1985 

c.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  October  1985 

d.  Date  Design  Completed 


30  OCT  84 
151 
100% 

16  SEPT  85 


2.  Basis 


a.  Standard  or  definitive  design 

b.  Design  most  recently  used 


3.  Cost  (Total  $714,000) 

a.  Production  or  Plans  And  Specs 

b.  All  Other  Design  Costs 

c.  Total  Cost 

d.  Contract 

e.  In-House 


($000) 

S4B5.5 

114.5 

714.0 

664.0 

50.0 


4 .  Construction  Start  Date  (Planned) 


January  1986 


1  OeC  76 


PREVIOUS  EDITIONS  MAY  BE  USED  INTERNALLY 

UNTIL  exhausted 


PAGE  NO  ib 


1  COMPONENT 


1  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  19fllMILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

'I'  tab? 

j  3.  installation  AND  LOCATION 

Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant,  Karren,  Ml  (DATP) 

t 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

Polyurethane  Paint  Facility 

_ _ 

5.  PROJECT  number 

486.3C2.:.A 

13.  CURRENT 

SITUATION: 

The  vehicle  painting  system  at  the  Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant  is  over 
30  years  old  and  does  not  comply  with  the  State  of  Michigan  Volatile 
Organic  Compounds  {VOO  emissions  standards.  POP  cannot  be  applied  due  to 
industrial  hygiene  problems  associated  with  its  application  in  the  current 
facilities. 


14.  IMPACT  IP  NOT  PROVIDED: 

If  this  project  is  not  approved,  it  v/ill  not  be  possible  to  apolv  POP  to 
the  Abrams  tanks,  since  the  existing  vehicle  final  paint  systems  cannot 
be  modified  to  utilize  PUP,  which  poses  an  industrial  hygiene  problem 
during  its  application.  Consequently  it  will  not  be  possible  to  comply 
with  the  Army  polocy  of  having  its  “First-to-Fight*  vehicles  painted  with 
PUP. 
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FY  19J6 military  construction  project  data 

ARMY 


3  INSTAtLATION  ANO  LOCATION 

Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant  (DATP) 

Karren,  Michigan 


4  PROJECT  TITLE 

Polyurethane  Paint  Facility 


s  program  element 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  project  number 

a.  PROJECT  cost  ISOOOl 

486301 4A 

$6,611.0 

9  COST  ESTIMATES  I 

U/M  QUANTITY 


UNIT  COST 

COST  ISOOOl 


PRIMARY  FACILITY 

Modular  Booth  Paint  Line 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

Electrical 

Water 

Sewer 

Site  Preparation 
EQPT  Dismantling/Kelocation 
Building  Upgrade/Modification 
Fume  Incinerator 

SOB-TOTAL  . 

Contingency  (5.00%) 

TOTAL  CONTPACT  COST 

Supervision,  Inspection  t  Overhead  (5.5%) 


10.  DESCRIPTION  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTRUCTION 


SF  12,200 


214.84  $2,621.0 

$3,347.0 

(284) 

(85) 

(57) 

(85) 

(567) 

(1.134) 

(1.135) 

$5,968.0 

298.0 

$6,266.0 

345.0 

_ $6,611.0 


This  project  will  provide  environmentally  sound  paint  facilities  capable  of 
applying  Chemical  Agent  Resistant  Polyurethane  Paint  (PUP)  to  the  Afcrars 
Series  Main  Battle  Tan)c  at  the  Detroit  Arsenal  Tan):  Plant. 


11.  PROJECT: 

The  project  provides  funds  for  the  removal  of  the  existing  final  paint  line 
and  the  installation  of  in-line  systems  for  final  vehicle  paint.  The  final 
paint  syste.T  consists  of  a  paint  booth  with  water  wash,  a  curing  oven  and 
a  wash  and  blow  off  facility.  Also  included  in  the  final  paint  system 
are  computerized  robots  for  the  application  of  paint  in  a  camouflage 
pattern.  All  PUP  systems  will  be  designed  and  constructed  in  compliance 
with  applicable  state  and  federal  environmental  emmissions  standards,  and 
will  include  the  installation  of  a  fume  incinerator. 

12.  REQUIPAMENT: 

Department  of  the  Army  message,  DALO-SMZ-A,  dated  6  May  1983,  directed  that 
polyurethane  paint  (PUP)  will  be  applied  in  a  camouflage  pattern  not  later 
than  October  1985.  This  project  is  required  at  the  three  General  D>'Tiamics 
Land  Systems  Division  locations  to  insure  that  a  proper  system,  with 
appropriate  capacity,  is  available  to  apply  PUP  to  the  Abrams  series  of 
tanlcs . 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

JUSTIFICATION  OF  ESTIMATES  FOP  FISCAL  YEAR  1986 
SUMMARY 


P-1  Line  No!  28 

Appropriation:  Procurement  of  Weapons  and  Tracked  Combat  Vehicles,  Army 
Activity  1  -  Tracked  Combat  Vehicles. 


Cost  Estimate  Page 


Installation 

Project  No. 

Project  Title 

(Millions 

No. 

Detroit  Arsenal 

Tank  Plant,  Warren, 

U863014A 

Pol3mrethane 

Paint  Facility 

6.6 

14 

Lima  Army  Tank 

Plant,  Lima,  OR 

i»863014B 

Polyurethane 

Paint  Facility 

8.2 

17 

Lima  Army  Tank 

Plant,  Lima,  OH 

4865030 

Lima  Expansion 

Phase  II 

4.4 

20 

Detroit  Arsenal 

Tank  Plant,  Warren, 
MI. 

4866036 

Metrology  Laboratory 

.7 

23 

Lima  Army  Tank 

Plant,  Lima,  OH 

4866037 

Lima  Production 

Support  and  Equipment 

Replacement 

Construction. 

4.8 

27 

Mainz  Army  Depot 
(MZAD)  Mainz,  GE 

4862006 

Modernization  at 

Mainz  Army  Depot 

7.1 

30 

1.  COMPONENT 


FY  19MMILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2.  DATE 


ARMY  I _ I _ 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE  ^  6.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

3862209 


Modernization  of  Rocket  Loading  Facllit 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA:  (Continued) 

A.  Estimated  Design  Data;  (Continued) 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  X 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  N/A _ 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  -  (a)+(b)  or  (d)+(e):  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  .  162 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  .  151 

(c)  Total  Cost  . 313 

(d)  Contract  . 162 

(e)  In-house  .  151 

(4)  Construction  Start  .  Feb  86 

month  i  year 


B.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  from 


Other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or  Requested 

($000) 

TOTAL 

None 

1391c 
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1.  COMPONENT 


FY  19^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTIOfJ  PROJECT  DATA 


2.  DATE 


ARMY 


3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

Modernizatio;  of  Rocket  Loading  Facility 

3862209 

11.  REQUIREMENT:  (Continued) 

REQUIREMENT:  (Continued) 

Aug  84  will  be  met  with  these  new  facilities.  The  lOZ  contingency  Is  required 
due  to  the  presence  of  subterranean  cavities  in  the  building  area. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  Missile  rocket  motor  production  Is  conducted  in 

buildings  designed  and  built  during  1938-1942  for  artillery  shell  loading.  The 
buildings  are  not  production  efficient  for  rocket  motors.  Also,  they  were 
designed  for  1.3  hazard  type  propellants.  The  new  1.1  hazard  propellant  for 
battlefield  rocket  motors  has  more  stringent  safety  requirements,  greater  wall 
strengths,  larger  spacing  between  buildings,  and  It  is  not  compatible  with  the 
1.3  hazard  propellant.  Tne  water  system  has  aged  along  with  Increased  demands 
to  the  point  that  Insufficient  volume  and  pressure  create  an  unsafe  condition 
if  an  incident  or  fire  occurs  in  more  than  one  area  within  the  facility. 
Present  buildings  have  deteriorated  due  to  age  to  a  point  where  it  Is  no 
longer  economically  feasible  to  continue  to  maintain  them  and  sustain  a  safe 
production  capability,  for  small  rocket  motors.  This  modernization  program  Is 
an  extension  of  the  effort  which  began  in  1983  to  preserve  the  production 
capability  of  this  facility.  Whan  completed,  the  production  facility  will  be 
capable  of  producing  either  1.3  or  1.1  explosive  hazard  missile  rocket  motors. 
IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  The  funding  under  this  project  Is  to  provide 

utilities  and  buildings  to  house  operations  which  are  necessary  for  an 
economical  and  balanced  rocket  motor  production  facility  with  the  capability 
of  develonlng  and  producing  small  quantities  of  either  1.1  or  1.3  propellant 
hazard  rocket  motors.  If  these  funds  are  not  provided,  the  modernization 
program  begun  in  1933  will  not  be  on  schedule;  and  the  ability  to  produce  1.1 
hazard  propellant  rocket  motors  will  be  restricted.  If  this  project  is  not 
approved,  it  will  cause  this  command  to: 

a.  Continue  to  operate  in  a  marginally  unsafe  condition  due  to 
insufficient  water  supply. 

b.  Continue  to  experience  high  normal  as  well  as  above  normal  maintenance 
costs  of  buildings  capable  of  producing  only  1.3  propellant. 

c.  Not  provide  the  temperature  and  atmospheric  controls  required  for  the 
produc'-iop  of  rocket  motor  propellant. 

d.  Not  provide  for  the  production  economies  which  will  be  achieved  in 
buildings  designed  and  constructed  for  manufacture  of  missile  rocket  motors. 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status; 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . MAR  84 

(b)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  January  19S5  .  35% 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985  .  100 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete  . Jul  85 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

! 

FY  1986  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  OATA 

3.  DATE 

FEE  :  : 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Redstone  Arsenal 

Alabama 

*.  PROJECT  title 

Modernization  of  Rocket  Loading 
Facilitv 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ISOOOl 

3862209 

2,700 

».  COST  ESTIMATES 


Primary  Facility 

(2)  Pilot  Production  Process  Bid 

(3)  Pack  and  Ship  Bldg 

(4)  Water  Tower 


Supporting  Facilities 


(1)  Utilities  and  Roads 


2,139 
53. 5£  (1,597) 

04. 5£  (226) 

1.052  (316) 


Subtotal 

Contingency  (10.00%) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision,  Inspection  &  Overhead 

Total  Request 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 


(5.60%) 


2,324 

232 


2,556 

143 


2.699 

2.700 


10.  OMcrwiioneiPropoMdConitniction  inis  project  consists  01  lour  suDprojects  wnicn 

are  to  provide  modern  facilities  designed  for  rccket  motor  production.  These 
production  efficient  buildings  will  replace  facilities  designed  and  built 
during  1938-1942  for  artillery  shell  leading.  Subprojects  2  and  3  are  for 
buildings  designed  and  spaced  for  either  1.1  or  1.3  explosive  hazard  while 
subprojects  1  and  4  provide  utilities,  access  roads,  service  areas  and  water 
for  the  facility. 


11.  REQUIREMENT:  12,560  SF  ADEQUATE:  None  SUBSTANDARD:  0,000  SF 
REQUIREMENT:  This  project  is  for  the  replacement  of  buildings  designed  for 

artillery  shell  loading  and  to  provide  facilities  designed  for  support  of 
rocket  motor  development  and  production  of  1.3  or  1.1  hazard  type  propellant. 
The  buildings  are  vital  to  the  efficient  production  of  rocket  motors.  These 
buildings  are  designed  for  1.1  hazard  class  propellant  and  will  be  in 
accordance  with  that  safety  requirement  for  building  construction,  spacing 
between  buildings  and  revetment  requirements.  The  1.3  and  1.1  propellants  are 
Incompatible  and,  therefore,  cannot  be  processed  concurrently  in  the  same 
facilities.  Present  and  future  requirements  for  tactical  rocket  missile 
systems  are  requiring  higher  energy  propellants.  Safety  requirements  for  1.1 
explosive  hazard  classification  specified  In  DARCOM-R  385-10  Safety  Manual  1 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  19.8^ILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

X  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant  (DATP)  ,  Warren  ,  Michigan 

4.  PnOJECT  TITLE  - 

Metrology  laboratory 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

4866036 

r 

CURRENT  SmATION: 


The  Quality  Control  Metrology  Laboratory  has  been  operating  in  violation  of 
military  specification  requirements  for  this  type  of  operation  for  several 
yeazs.  These  specifications  require  control  of  temperature,  humidity,  and 
cleanliness  to  ensure  that  accuracy  of  measurements  will  not  be  affected  by 
temperature  or  dirt.  The  Laboratory- is  housed  in  office  type  facilities 
wlt:h  office  type  air  conditioning.*  Gages  and  fixtures  are  stored  on  open 
shelving  where  dirt  accumulates  on  them.  Cleaning  of  gages  and  fixtures  is 
time  consuming  and  this  condition  does  not  meet  the  military  specification 
requirements . 

IMPACT  IP  BBT  PROVIOED: 

to  approve  this  project  will  result  in  the  continued  use  of  an 
inadequate,  undersized,  and  deteriorating  facility  which  violates  military 
ication  requirements  for  control  of  environmental  conditions  and 
requires  unnecessary  labor  for  dust  removal  from  gages  and  fixtures  stored  in 
the  facility.  Further,  the  poor  environmental  conditions  can  lead  to  invalid 
calibration  which  in  turn  could  cause  the  manufacture  of  improper  parts  for 
the  Abrams  Tank.,  which  ultimately  causes  lost  production  time  and  higher 
product  cost. 
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=age  no  24 


3.  MMSTALLATION  AMO  LOCATION 
Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant,  Warren,  Michigan 

S.  PROJECT  NUMBER 
4866036 


SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA 


A.  Estijnated  annual  cost  to  operate  proposed  facility .  N/A* 

I 

B.  Number  of  additional  personnel  necessary  to  carry 

out  the  futtction  of  the  proposed  facility .  0 

C.  Estimated  lJ.fe-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain 

the  desired  facility .  N/A» 

D.  Estimated  lj.fe-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain 

the  existing  facility  if  new  facility  is  a  replacement . N/A* 


E.  Planning  2tiid  design  data  (estimate), 

1.  Status 

a.  Date  design  started . 23  December  1983 

b.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  January  1985  .  95% 

c.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  October,  1986  . 100% 

d.  Date  design  completed.... .  16  February  1985 


2.  Basis: 

a.  Standard  or -definitive  design .  No 

b.  Where  design  was  most  recently  used 


3.  Cost  (Total  SOOO) 

a.  Production  of  plans  and  specs  (6%  limit) . $41,100 

b.  All  other  design  costs .  $71,900 

c.  Total  cost  =  (a-^b'  =  (d-<-e) . $113,000 

d.  Contract .  $81,000 

e.  In-house  .  310,::: 

—  -  ■ 


4.  MOJECT  TITLE 
Htetrology  laboratory 
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1.  COMPONENT  1 

2.  DATE 

ARMY 

1  FY  1986MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

r  r  ^  'O'*  ^ 

3.  IMSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
Detroit  Arsenal  Tank  Plant  (DATP),  Warren,  Michigan 


4.  mOJECT  TITLE 
Metrology  Laboratory 


SOPPLEHENTAL  DATA 

( Continued ) 

E.  Continued 

4.  Construction  start  date  (planned) 


5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 
4866036 


July  1986 


*  Since  both  the  existing  and  new  laboratories  are  only  rooms  in  an 
existing  building,  it  is  not  possible  to  determine  operating  and 
aiaintenanee  costs  of  those  facilities. 


FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY  Iwt.'  \ 


IS  i  \  Tr  Rt.D 


1  COMPONENT 

FY  19^  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

army 


3  installation  and  location  , 


2  DATE 

rr  - 


Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  (LATP)  Lima,  Ohio 


5  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 


4  PROJECT  TITLE 

Lima  PS  t  ER  Construction 


6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7.  PROJECT  number 

8  PROJECT  COST  ISOOC. 

4866037 

S3, 999  +S831 

9  COST  estimates 


U/M  QUANTITY 


PRIMARY  FACILITY: 

Expand  Flammable  Storage  Building  SP  14,800 

Energy  Monitoring  S  Control  System  <EMCS)  LS  1 

Diagonal  Road  For  Test  Track  SV  13,000 

New  Test  Slope  LS  1 

Parking  Lot  At  Building  1322  SY  4,500 

Steel  Plate  Storage  SY  4,300 

Access  Road  West  Of  Building  #186  SY  6,000 

SOB-TOTAL 
Contingency  (5.0%) 

Total  Contract  Cost 
Supervision  Inspection  t  Overhead 
TOTAL  RBOOBST 

ECP  CDL-J5775R1  ADD-ON  (Separate  Funding) 

1.  Bump  Course,  including  contingency  t  SIOH  SY  2,222 

2.  Stabilisation  Course,  including  contin-  SY  18,178 
gency  and  SIOH. 


10.  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  CONSTRUCTION 
10.  DESCRIPTION  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTROCTION: 


S3, 610 
76.42  (1,131) 

.,303.00  (1.3C3) 
34.77  (452) 

175.00  (175) 

20.00  (90) 

5B.00  (249) 

35.00  (210) 

S3,610 

130.5 
S3. 790. 5. 

208.5 
S3.999.0 

831 

63.37  (157) 

33.34  (674) 


This  project  will  provide  for  the  addition  of  3600  sq.  ft.  to  tbe 
existing  Building  *301  to  provide  for  efficient  storage  of  flaaaeabXe 
and  freezable  materials  and  a  11,200  sq.  ft.  diked  and  covered  axea 
for  the  outdoor  storage  of  POL  material.  The  building  addition  will 
be  a  metal  building  similar  to  existing  Building  *301  construction. 
Existing  Building  *301  will  be  improved  to  meet  DOD  and  NFFA  Fire 
'Protection  Standards  and  U.S.  Army  Toxic  t  Hazardous  Material  Agency 
spill  prevention  measures. 

The  implementation  of  an  Energy  Monitoring  and  Control  System  (EMCS) 
is  required  zo  significantly  reduce  the  energy  consumption  at  this 
facility.  The  system  will  be  connected  to  five  selected  buildings  to 
control  heavy  energy  consuming  equipment. 

Access  roads  to  tne  test  track  will  be  repaired,  and  resurfaced.  The 
test  track  will  also  be  repaired.  The  existing  sixty  percent  (60%) 
test  slope  will  be  replaced  and  a  diagonal  roadway  connecting  opposite 
corners  of  the  test  track  will  be  built. 

This  project  also  provides  for  the  replacement  of  an  existing  deterior¬ 
ated  steel  plate  storage  pad  and  the  reconstruction  of  a  parking  lot 
in  close  proximity  to  Building  #351.  Separate  ECP  funding  will  provide 
a  bump  and  stabilization  cause  for  increased  tooling  requirements  or. 
he  ' 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  19^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

rrp  19P= 

3,  installation  and  location 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  -  Lima,  Ohio 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER  I 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  -  PS  $  ER  Construction 

4866037 

11.  REQOIREHENT: 


POL  storage  does  not  meet  DOD  or  NFPA  requirements,  and  a  potential 
exists  for  loss  of  life  and/or  severe  environmental  damage.  The 
utilities  consumption  will  be  significantly  reduced  with  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  an  EMCS.  It  is  estimated  that  $625,000  per  year,  in  FT83 
dollars,  is  being  spent  needlessly  on  utilities  due  to  usstonitored 
systems.  The  lack  of  a  diagonal  cross-over  on  the  test  track  is 
causing  undue  disruption  to  production  during  routine  maintenance 
operations.  The  concrete  slope  test  structure  is  rapidly  approaching 
an  unuseable  state.  The  steel  plate  storage  pad  is  deteriorated,  and 
is  located  in  an  area  not  conducive  to  proper  production  flow.  Due 
to  conversion  of  a  remote  warehouse  to  a  production  building  it  Is 
necessary  to  reconstruct  a  parking  lot  to  support  the  additional 
traffic  at  that  location.  An  ECP  has  directed  additional  testing  of 
the  Turret  Stabilization  System  on  the  HlAl  Hain  Battle  Tank ,  scheduled 
for  release  in  late  1985.  Construction  of  the  bui^  and  stabiliaatlcn 
courses  arc  required  to  support  this  ECP.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
conduct  the  MlAl  testing  program  on  a  waiver  until  this  project  Is 
completed.  Not  sited  in  a  flood  plain. 

COHRENT  SITCATION: 

POL  drums  are  stored  in  an  area  which  has  been  temporarily  dikes!  with 
sand  bags.  Drum  storage  does  not  comply  with  Army  regulations. 

LATP's  Class  IB  and  IIIB  flammable  and  combustible  liquids  are  mot 
properly  sprinklered  and  are  located  in  a  structure  which  is  nwieir- 
sized  for  its  intended  purpose.  LATP  presently  manually  operates  all 
environmental  conditioning  equipment  either  continuously  or  without  a 
set  schedule.  An  EMCS  System  will  permit  this  equipment  to  be  tamed 
off  during  unoccupied  perieds  and  will  also  provide  an  autooatic 
temperature  control  system. 

Currently  the  test  track  must  be  shut  do'-^  to  perform  maintenance  or 
repairs  causing  interruptions  to  production  testing.  Constructing  a 
diagonal  roadway  will  eliminate  this  condition.  Existing  bump  and 
stabilization  courses  are  not  of  sufficient  length  to  provide  quality 
testing  to  obtain  the  accuracy  desired.  Therefore,  by  marrying  the 
required  bump  and  stabilization  courses  to  the  diagonal  roadway,  both 
conditions  can  be  corrected  without  Impeding  production. 

The  parking  area  in  this  project  is  an  unpaved  area  which  has  deterior¬ 
ated  to  the  point  where  it  has  become  a  severe  and  continous  mainten¬ 
ance  problem.  The  existing  steel  plate  storage  area  is  located  on  an 
old  building  foundation,  obviously  not  designed  for  its  current  use. 

In  addition,  the  site  is  located  away  from  the  main  production 
facility  and  the  excess  travel  distance  creates 'an  unwarranted  produc¬ 
tion  problem. 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  19i^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  -  Lima,  Ohio 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

Lima  Army  Tank  Plant  -  PS  4  ER  Construction 

5.  PROJECT  NUMBER 
486603T 

1  .  IMPACT 

IF  NOT  APPROVES: 

If  these  projects  are  not  inplemented  with  respect  to  POI.  storage, 
the  potential  will  continue  to  exist  for  the  occurence  of  a  serious 
environmental  incident.  If  an  EMCS  installation  is  not  approved, 
LATP  will  be  mandated  to  continue  opetrating  its  energy  systems  in  a 
less  than  efficient  manner.  Failure  to  accomplish  the  work  on  and 
around  the  test  track  will  force  tt)e  plant  to  continue  to  accept 
production  interruptions  and  conduct  the  HlAl  testing  program  osi  a 


waiver,  if  it  can  be  provided. 

S0PPI,BHB1ITAL  DATA 

A.  Estimated  annual  cost  to  operate  proposed  facility.. . ...$96 

B.  Number  of  additional  personnel  necessary  to  carry  out  the 

function  of  the  proposed  facility . . . 1.5  People 

C.  Estimated  life-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain  the 

desired  facility  (25-year  Basia) . S2,400 

L.  Estimated  life-cycle  cost  to  operate  and  maintain  the 

existing  facility  if  new  facility  is  a  replacement . .  N/A 


(This  is  not  a  replacement  facility;  it  is  an  expansion  to  existing 


facilities). 

E.  Planning  and  design  data  (Estimate) 

1.  Status 

a.  Date  design  started .  May  22,  1984 

t.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  January  1934 . . . .  0% 

c.  Percent  complete  as  of  1  October  198; . .  N/A 

d.  Date  design  completed . . .  April  1985 

2.  Basis 

a.  Standard  or  definitive  design . .  No 

b.  Design  Most  recently  used  . .  N/A 

3.  Cost  (Total  S252.  ) 

a.  Production  of  plans  and  soecs  (6%  Limit) . S216. 

b.  All  other  design  costs .  36. 

c.  Total  cost  •  (a+b)  •  (d*e) .  2  52. 

d.  Contract .  216. 

e.  In-House .  36. 

4.  Construction  start  date  (planned)  .  April  1986 


OD 


f  ORM 
1  DEC  76 


1391c 


PREVIOUS  EDITIONS  BE  USED  INTERNAllv 

UNTii.  exhausted 


PAGE  NO  29 


t.COMfONENT 

ARMY 


12.  DATE 


FY  1986  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


r 


3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Mainz 


4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

Modernization  at  Mainz  Army  Depot 


6.  PROGRAM  element 

7.  PROJECT  NUMSER 

4862006 

7  inn 

9.  COST  ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

d64T 

ItOOOl 

6,433 

Maintenance  Shop 

SF 

21,228 

194.96 

(4,139) 

Annex  to  Building  6008 

SF 

9,687 

115.02 

(1,114) 

PAISI  Building 

LS 

(1,180) 

Supporting  Facilities 

0 

Subtotal 

6,433 

Contingency  (5.002) 

322 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision,  Inspection  &  Overhead  (5.50%) 

Total  Request 

7,127 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

7,100 

10.  OMcripiioneiPropowdConttniction  The  ptixary  facility  tc  support  expansion  of 

tIZAD  will  require  dismantling  of  existing  buildings,  modification  to  other 
existing  buildings,  annexes  and  new  facilities.  The  primary  facilities  work 
will  be  performed  at  the  site  of  the  original  depot.  Basic  construction  will 
be  of  reinforced  concrete  skeleton  and  in  all  cases  will  be  site  adapted  to 
existing  facilities.  In  addition,  the  prolect  will  Include  required  utility 
services,  emergency  lighting,  water  purification  treatment,  compressed  air, 
fire  alarm  and  extinguishing  system,  partition  walls  and  roof  modifications. 

The  hardstar.ds  and  foundations  will  be  of  reinforced  concrete. _ 

11.  REQUIREMENT:  None  ADEQUATE:  None  SUBSTANDARD:  Nonn 

PROJECT:  Construction  and  modification  of  facilities  at  Mainz  Army  Depot  to 

accommodate  expanded  requirements.  The  PAISI  building  will  be  used  to  house 
equipment  for  road  testing  of  the  Ml  13  family  and  the  Bradley  Fighting 

Vehicle. 


REQUIREMENT:  As  the  Army's  Force  Modernization  Program  continues  to  be 

implemented  throughout  USAREUP.,  the  workload  in  depot  level  maintenance  will 
also  increase.  This  is  due  to  the  Increased  sophistication  of  the  new  systems, 
the  increased  equipment  density  within  the  Theater,  the  numerous  items 
disnlacfd  to  Nar  Reserve  or  POMCUS  status,  and  conversion  to  new  equipment 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  198^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

FEB  1985 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Mainz ,  Germany 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

6.  PROJECT  NUMBER  I 

Modernization  at 

Mainz  Army  Depot 

4862006 

11.  .  REQUIREMENT:  (Continued) 

REQUIREMENT:  (Continued) 

configurations.  This  will  occur  in  all  conmodlty  areas.  For  most  commodities, 
shipment  to  CONUS  for  repair  is  excreaiely  costly.  This  is  particularly  true  of 
Combat  Vehicles  which  are  bulky  and  heavy.  In  addition,  CONUS  repair  requires 
that  additional  items,  either  end  items  or  secondary  items,  be  procured  to 
increase  the  repair  cycle  float  by  the  amount  of  the  turn  around  required.  The 
most  economical  approach  to  accomplish  the  expanding  depot  level  workload  for 
combat  vehicles  in  USAREUR  (and  meet  AMC's  concept  for  depot  level  maintenance 
supprot  in  Europe)  is  to  alter  and  expand  the  MZAD  facility,  thereby  allowing 
sufficient  space  to  overhaul/repair  combat  vehicles. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  Mainz  Army  Depot  is  a  very  physically  constrained 

facility.  The  workload  for  the  Weapon  systems  is  presently  being  met  through  a 
subcontracting  effort.  The  additional  workload  required  for  the 
repair/overhaul  of  the  systems  cannot  be  met  without  modernizing  existing 
facilities  by  replacing  existing  temporary  facilities  with  permanent 
structures  and  modernizing  and  expanding  support  facilities.  Mainz  is  tasked 
with  maintaining,  at  depot  level.  Army  Combat/Tactical  vehicles,  missiles  and 
Communication  and  Electronics  in  Europe.  The  only  reasonable  alternatives  to 
utilizing  Mainz  is  to  transfer  all  repairable  combat  vehicles  and  components 
of  vehicles  in  Europe  to  a  CONUS  depot  or  contractor  for  the  repair/overhaul. 
These  alternatives  and  the  extremely  costly  maintenance  float  requirement  for 
combat  vehicles  and  components  would  cause  the  US  Government  to  lose  all 
benefits  to  be  gained  from  existing  facilities  and  IPE  at  MZAD  in  relation  to 
the  combat  vehicle  fleet. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  Should  this  project  not  be  approved,  Mainz  would  be 

unable  to  satisfy  the  repair/overhaul  requlrenents -  Failure  to  provide  for  the 
OCONUS  maintenance  of  the  USAREUR  combat  vehicle  fleet  will  result  in  a 
significant  degradation  in  the  combat  readiness  of  USAREUR  or  require  costly 
second  destination  transportation  of  vehicles  and  components  and  necessitates 
having  an  extensive  maintenance  float  in  Europe.  This  facility  project  is 
necessary  to  meet  an  imminent  demand  for  repair/ovcrhaul  capability.  Delay  of 
the  projects  will  require  that  interim  inefficient  (and  therefore  costly) 
means  be  employed  to  attempt  to  satisfy  the  repair/overhaul  requirements. 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

( 1 )  Status  : 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . . . MAY  84 

(b)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  January  1985  .  40 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985  .  100 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete  . . . SEP  85 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Doslgn  -  Yes  _  No  X 
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1.  COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY  ig^MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

-CC  10CC 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

Mainz,  Germany 

4.  PROJECT  TITLE 

S.  PROJECT  NUMBER  I 

Modernization  at 

Mainz  Army  Depot 

4862006 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA:  (Continued) 

A.  Estimated  Design  Data:  (Continued) 

(2)  Basis:  (Continued) 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  _ 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  -  (a)+(b)  or  (d)+(e): 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . 

(c)  Total  Cost  . 

(d)  Contract  . 

(e)  In-house  . . 

(4)  Construction  Start  . . . 


B.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  from 
other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipment  Procuring  Appropriated  Cost 

Nomenclature  Appropriation  Or  Requested  ( $000) 

None 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

JUSTIFICATION  OF  ESTIMATES  FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  1986 
SUMMARY 

P-1  Line  No;  131 

Appropriation:  Procurement  of  Ammunition,  Army 
Activity  2  -  Production  Base  Support 


CONSTRUCTION 


ARl'Cf  am:^jnition 

PLANTS  (AAP) 

PROJECT  NO, 

PROJECT  TITLE 

COST  ESTIMATE 
(.MILLIONS) 

PAGE 

:.'u. 

Holston  AAP 

5865328-15 

Fire  Protection 
Sprinkler  System 

.320 

34 

5862439 

Backup  Electric  Power 

1.350 

36 

Indiana  AA? 

5365330-19 

Convert  Ship  Houses  to 
Explosive  Storage 

.210 

3S 

Iowa  AAP 

5865333-16 

Storm  Drainage 
Improvements  -  Yard  L 

,810 

40 

Kansas  AAP 

5865329-20 

Rahabilitate  Raw  Water 
Intcike 

.570 

42 

Lake  City  AAP 

5365332-16 

Enclose  Warehouse 
Loading  Docks 

.930 

44 

Louisiana  AAP 

5865314-18 

Replace  Explosion 
Protection  Barricade 

.370 

46 

5365314-21 

Herbicide/Pesticide 

Building 

.270 

48 

Newport  AAP 

5860079 

Binary  Ccxnponent 
Production  Facility 

39.000 

50 

Radford  AAP 

5865326-14 

Replace  Air  Compressor 
Building  4333 

.390 

52 

5865326-15 

Replace  Explosive 
Protection  Barricades 

2.000 

54 

5865326-16 

General  Plant  Improve¬ 
ments  -  Alter  Building 
Nitrocelluose  Weighing 

for 

.520 

56 

Sunflower  .AAP 

5860138 

Guanidine  Nitrate 
Shipout  Facility 

.210 

5b 

Ammunition  Production  Base  Construction  -  TOTAL  46.950  Million 
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>  COM^ON^NT 
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3  •«S1ALLATlON  AND  COCATON 


4  PROJECT  title 


Holston  Amy  Aumunition  Plants  Tennessee  I  Fire  Protection  Sprinkler  Srstees 


a  PROJECT  COST  (SOOO) 


OUANTfTV  I  UNIT  COST  I  COST  (fOOOl 


Priiiar^^Foc  i  1  ity 

Fxre  Protection  SprinKler  Syitee 


§yec9rUQ9.E9£iUiisi 
Water »  Sewer  t  Gas 
tfalve  House/SprinKler  Alare  Sys 


Subtotal 

Contingency  <10<00Z> 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervisionf  Inspection  I  Overhead  (5.50Z) 
Total  Request  * 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Appropriations 


10  Install  deluge  type-  dry  piper  sprinkler  systees 

at  four  3-story  production  buildingsr  18  solvent  tanks  ond  at  the  Nutsche  shed 
at  E<'iilding  6-3<  Work  includes  a  woter  supply  liner  valve  house, ond 
instollation  of  sprinkler  alore  systees.  Existing  wet  pipe  sprinklers  located 
in  soee  oreas  of  these  buildings  will  be *reeoved  ond  reploced  with  dry  pipe 
debugs  s^^stees. 

ii.'  requirementT  . 

project:  Installation  of  deluge-type  fire  protection  sprinkler  systees  ot 

four  e>plosive  production  buildings# 

requirement:  This  project  is  required  to  provide  fire  protection  sprinkler 

systees  to  prevent  loss  of  life  or  serious  injury  to  workers#  to  einieize 
interruption  of  production, ond  to  protect  valuable  production  equipeent  ond 
buildings  in  the  event  of  o  fire, 

CURRENT  situation:  The  operations  in  these  buildings  involve  explosive 
recrystolizotion  and  the  use  of  highly  flaeeable  solvents  ond  are  the  eost 
hozardous  areos  ot  this  plant.  Existing  wet  pipe  sprinklers  need  to  be 
replaced  with  ropid-octing  deluge-type  systees  thot  ore  extreeely  effective  in 
control  of  cheeicol  fires, 

IMPACT  If  NOT  provided:  If  this  project  is  not  provided,  workers  will 
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PRf  VtOUS  Bt  aSEC  AfTtRHALO 

UNTii  EkhauS^ED 


PAQ£  HO 


-JMPONtNT 


nr  1966  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  DATE 


FEB  85 


J  installation  and  LOCATON 

Holston  Arey  Aeeunition  Planti  Tennessee 

4  PAOJECT  title 

5  PROJECT  NUMBER 

Fire  Protection  Sprinkler  Systees 

69 

11.  REOUIREHENT:  (Contlnutd) 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED!  (Continued) 

continue  to  be  exposed  to  undue  hozord  os  will  expensive  production  equipeent 
and  Puildings.  The  reploceeent  cost  of  each  of  the  'G'  buildings  and  their 
installed  equipeent  is  opproxieately  %6  eillion  and  would  result  in  loss  of 
production  capability  for  about  one  year.  Holston  AAP  is  the  sole  source  of 
RDX  and  HMX  explosives  required  in  support  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA! 

A.  Estieoted  Design  h<ita! 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . . . . JSQ.id. 

<b)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  January  1985  . . . . . 100_ 

<c)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  October  1985  . . . l22_ 

(d)  Date  Design  Coeplete  . . . . . .  •  •  • . •  Jfin_85_ 


<2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes 
<b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used 


No  X 


Total  Cost  (c)  «  <o)+(b)  or  (d)+(e): 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specificot  ns 
<b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  ................ 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . 

(e)  In-house  . . . . 


(♦000) 

_ 32 

_ 13 

_ 45 

_ 3? 

6 


(d)  Construction  Start  . . . . Rp.r_§$ _ 

eonth  t  year 

P.  Equipment  ossociated  with  this  project  that  i  will  be  provided  froe 
other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipeent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

Ngeenclgture  ABBrgEriatiSO  Ql-EieaySStSd  _ 112252 

Fire  Protection  PAA  86  73 

Volves  t  Sensors 


wtEVOUS  E EATONS  MAT  BE  USED  WTERNAU. 
UNTli  I  iMAUS’tC 


PAOE  2  J 


1  Mc  n 


-0N6NT 


FY  1066  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  DATE 


I  3  KSTALLATON  and  lOCATlO^ 


4  Pf«OJECT  title 


Holston  Arny  Annunition  Plotrif  Tennessee  Backup  Electric  Power 


T  MOJECT  MUMBER 

(5862439) 

70 


»  COST  estimates 


OOAAITITT  I  OHIT  COST  I  COST  ISOOOl 


EritaiK-EaEilil^ 

Electric  Power  Substation 

Power  Lines  (34.5  KV  t  13.8  KV) 
Auto  Transfer  Switches  (31) 
Trontforeers  (31) 


iyEBeili29_E9£iliii?s 

Electric  Service 


Subtotol 

Contingency  (5. OCX) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision.  Inspection  1  Overhead  (5. SOX) 

Total  Request 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

Instolled  Equipeert  -  Other  Appropriations 


TO  o.M-®.«)r.oiP.cov..«c  .'-.iv«i.-  Purchose  ond  instoll  oil  required  equipeent, 

cobles, and  eoteriols  to  distribute  independently  fro»  the  prieory  systee. 
backup  electric  power  to  31  production  buildings.  The  werk  includes 
substot  lonSf  power  lines,  outoeotic  transfer  switches,  tronsforeers.  circuit 
breokers.  cables,  conduit,  tronsfomer  platfores.  ond  oil  required  lobor  ond 
9BB!ira?Q9DceSi _ 

ll.*'REOufREMENTT 

project;  Construct  bockup  electric  power  syste*  for  certoin  ewplosive 
production  buildings. 

requirement:  This  project  is  required  to  elieinote  o  safety  hozord  ot  this 

plant  and  allow  continued  operation  of  the  plant  ot  the  existing  introline 
quontity  distances. 

CURRENT  situation:  Production  buildings  that  hove  processes  for  acetic  ocid 
recovery,  nitrolysis.  ocid  wosh,  recrystollizotion.  process  storage  ond/or 
surge  containaent  all  require  continuous  pueping  and  ogitotion  of  an  explosive 
slurry  six  in  various  process  tanks  and  vats.  The  loss  of  electric  power  ot 
any  of  these  buildings  will  cause  the  pueoing  and  ogitotion  to  cease,  which 
will  result  in  the  settling  of  the  explosives  and  o  consequent  violation  of 
scantity-distance  requi resents .  As  long  os  the  ogitotion  of  the  slurrv  six  is 


Wbf  vOuS  €0«TiON5.  mat  et  UStO 
until  EKMAUbTEO 


3  WSTALiAfON  and  LOCATON  ^  ^  - -  - 

Holston  Army  Amnunition  Plant,  Tennessee 

Pack  up  Electric  Power 

t  PROJECT  Number 

■>0 

FY  1986  MILfTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


11.  requirement:  (Contlmied) 

CURRENT  situation:  (Continued) 

ftointained)  the  explosive  does  not  settle  and  reeoins  non-detonable  and 
therefore. does  not  add  to  the  totol  explosive  lood  in  the  building  to  create, 
the  safety  violation,  The  instollation  of  a  bocKup  power  line  with  the 
copobility  of  each  building  being  on  line  in  5  seconds  or  less  upon  the  loss 
of  the  noraal  power  source  will  olleviote  this  situotion  ond  bring  Holston 
into  cospliance  with  this  safety  requirement.  Hplston  is  presently  operating 
under  a  safety  woiver. 

IMPACT  IP  NOT  PROUIIiEIi.*  If  this  project  is  not  provided,  Holston  AAP  must 
continue  to  operote  under  a  safety  waiver  with  the  continued  threat  off  d'eath 
and/or  injury  to  production  workers  and  the  loss  of  costly  production 
facilities. 

additional:  An  econoaic  anolysis  of  the  proposed  backup  power  line  versus  o 

systeii  of  standby  generators  has  shown  thot  the  proposed  project  is  the  least 
costly  means  of  providing  the  standby  power. 


12.  supplemental  data: 

A.  Estieoted  Design  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

<i)  Date  Design  Started  . . . . . . 

(b)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  January  1985  . . . . 00_, 

<c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985  . . . . loO 

(d)  Date  Design  Coaplete  . . 5£I_iL 


(2)  Bosis: 

<q)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _X_ 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used 

(3)  Total  Cost  <c)  =  (a)+(b)  or  <d>f<e>:  (SOOO) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  .  ___65 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . . . . . . 

(c)  Totol  Cost  . . . 

<d)  Contract  . . . 

(c)  In-house  . . . . .  70. C 


(4)  Construction  Start 


menth  t  yeor 


F.  Eouioment  ossocioted  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  f roii 
other  appropriations: 


Equipaent 
Ngeenclaty rf 


•omt 
c  n 


13»1c 


Procuring 

M6Cr9Eri9ll9D 

None 

%'«c>us  ED*’«ONi  m*'  m  oStC 

uNTii  Exhausted 


fiscal  Year 

Appropri  I  r^st 

_ 1I5552 

^AQE  *80 


ot  iioi  oi 

•I  (Ml  CM 


|1  COMPONENT 


FY  19—  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA  pj-g  gj 


3  installation  and  location 

Ne^jport  Army  Anmunition  Plant,  T-.diana 


4  PROJECT  title 

Binary  Component  Production  Facility 


n.  REQUIREMENT:  (Continued) 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  If  this  project  is  not  provided,  the  binary 

chemical  munition  program  cannot  be  accomplished  and  the  more  hazardous 
single  component  toxic  chemical  munitions  must  continue  to  be  used. 
Additionally,  we  will  not  be  able  to  produce  the  Bigeye  bomb  and  we 
will  continue  to  lack  a  credible  chemical  retaliatory  capability 
jeopardizing  much  of  our  recent  investment  in  improved  conventional 
weaponry  by  inviting  one-sided  use  of  chemicals. 

ADDITION: 

A.  This  project  will  be  executed  as  a  design-construct  (turnkey) 
contract . 

B.  The  FY  86  MCA  request  also  includes  a  project  for  binary  munitions 
at  Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (PN  6632  -  Binary  Munitions  Facility) 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

( 1 )  Status : 

(a)  Date  Design  Started . Sep  85. 

(b)  Percent  Complete  as  of  January  1985 .  0 

(c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  October  1935 .  C 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete . Dec  86 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes . No  ...X.. 

(b)  Where  Design  was  Most  Recently  Used  N/A 


Total  Coso  (c)  =  (a)-i-(b)  or  (d)+(e): 


($000) 


(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications . 2, 100 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs . 1 ,230 

(c)  Total  Cost . 5,300 

(d)  Contract . 3,  IQQ 

(e)  In-house .  200 

(4)  Construction  Start . Oct  85 


B.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided 
from  other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipment  Procuring  Appropriated  Cost 

Nomenclature _ Appropriation _ Or  Requested _ ($000) 

PLANT  EQUIPMENT  PAA  FY  36  9000 

TOTAL  9,000 

NOTE:  Newport  Army  Aninunition  Plant  (NAAP)  is  the  preferred  option, 
based  on  economic  amalysis,  for  production  of  the  binary  component  QL 
pending  Record  of  Decision  to  be  made  upon  completion  of  the 
supplemental  Environmental  Impact  State-ment. 
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E.  C-StD  *  t{  -if: 

I r 


,  component  military  construction  PROJECT  DATA 

ARMY  1 

3  installation  AND  LOCATION  *  PROJECT  TlTi.£ 

Ne-v’port  Army  Am;nunition  Plant,  Indiana  Binary  Component  Production 

s  PROGRAM  element  |6  categorT^ooe  I' 

733 1 1A  226  18  39,000 _ 


9  COST  estimates 


U/M  OuANTiTV  j  unit  COS’ 


?r:..nary  Facility 

Binary  Component  Production  Fac 

Supporting  Facilities 

Subtotal 

Contingency  (lO.OO?) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision,  Inspection  &  Overhead  (5.50?) 

Total  Request 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipment  -  Other  Appropriations 


'  'T  no 


33,17 
3,3- 
35,99 
2,03/ 
33,500 
39,000 
(9,003) 


10  OESCR'PT 'ON  OP  PROPOSED  CONSTRuCTrQN 

Rehabilitate  and  modernize  a  portion  of  an  unused  existing  facility  to 
produce  a  binary  chemical  munition  component.  Process  to  incorporate 
improvements  for  safe  and  efficient  operation.  Waste  treatment  equipment 
will  be  incorporated  to  meet  environmental  requirements.  Existing 
buildings  will  be  modified  for  laboratory,  repair  facility, end 
administrative  area.  Construct  security  facilities,  and  construct  and 
repair  roads,  pavement  zind  railroad  trackage.  This  is  to  be  a  design- 
construcL  contract. 

11.  REQUIREMENT: 

PROJECT:  Construct  alterations  to  and  rehabilitate  a  portion  of  en  unuseJ 
existing  facility. 

REQUIREMENT:  This  project  is  required  to  provide  the  capability  to 
produce  a  chemical  component  for  a  binary  chemical  munition. 

CURRENT  SITUATION:  At  the  preseiit  time,  the  munitions  required  for 
retaliatory  military  cheraic;al  capability  are  filled  with  highly  toxic 
chemical  agents.  The  production,  handling  and  storage,  and  the  eventual 
demolition  and  disposal  of  these  weapOTis  requires  very  costly  safety  and 
security  precautions.  Replacement  of  the  existing  highly  toxic  weapons 
with  the  safer  binary  chemical  munition  will  greatly  reduce  the  risks 
involved  in  the  production,  handling,  transportation  and  storage  of  the 
chemical  weapons.  Additionally,  this  facility  will  produce  a  binary 
component  of  the  Bigeye  bomb.  This  weapon  provides  a  deep  strike 
persistent  agent  capability  t.hat  we  curre.nrly  don't  have  and  is  required 
to  reestablish  a  credible  chemical  warfare  deterrent. 


»«tvC*SlC’-N:v*»9 
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'*ci  NO  50 


I A  CO  fo  t 


I  COM^OMCNT 


FY  1M6  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


FEB  85 


3  MSTAU.ATIOM  AND  LOCATION 


Louitiono  Amy  AMunition  Plants  Louisiana 


4  »noj€CT  inif 


S  PfTOJtCT  NUMBER 


Htrbicidt  t  Pasticidc  Building 


11.  requirement:  (Continued) 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  (Continued) 

inodquate  facility  oust  continue  to  be  used  ond  the  hazard  to  workers  ond  to 
the  ncturol  environsent  will  persist. 

additional:  An  econoeic  analysis  of  the  costs  of  providing  herbicide  t 

pesticide  control  indicates  a  saving  of  aore  than  i90»000/year  by  using 
governaent  forces  versus  a  cosaercial  contract.  The  onalysis  included  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  project  ond  all  labor  oaterials  and  fringe  benefits  of 
governaent  personnel.  The  cost  of  the  cosaercial  contract  was  obtained  from 
actual  bid  prices  provided  by  local  coeponies  regulorly  engoged  in  the 
business  of  pest  and  vegetotion  control. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estiaated  Design  Dota: 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . . N9!(_§3_ 

(b)  Percent  Coaplete  As  Of  Jonuory  1985  . . 

(c)  Percent  Coaplete  As  Of  October  1985  . . . 100_ 

(d)  Dote  Design  Coaplete . . . 


Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes 

(b)  Uhere  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  ___ 


No  X 


Totol  Cost  (c)  »  (o)f(b)  or  (d)f(e): 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  ond  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . . . . 

(e)  In-house  . . . 


(*000) 
_ 11 


(4)  Construction  Start 


_ Jan_86 _ 

iiionth  t  year 


B.  Equipaent  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  froa 
other  appropriations: 

Fiscol  Year 

Equipaent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

_ 

None 


i3»Sc 


PRf  ..lOUS 


lO  INJ  K 


Louisiono  Ar»y  Amnunltion  Plontr  LouisianolHerbiclde  t  Pesticide  Puildin 


»  MOOMAM  tLCMENT 


78011 A 


«  CATEQOAV  CO06 

y  MtojECT  number 

:5865314-21) 

219 

43 

•  COST  ESTMATES 


U  M  I  OUAMTITV  I  UNIT  COST  I  COST  iSOOOl 


?ri§ar^_Es£iiiii: 

1.800 

93,1 

Building  Construction 

SF 

SuoDortmo  Facilities 

Electric  Service 

LS 

- 

- 

Ucter#  Sewer  t  Got 

LS 

- 

- 

Poving#  Hoiks#  Curbs  1  Gutters 

LS 

- 

CoeMunicotion 

LS 

- 

- 

Hostewoter  Holding  Tonk 

Subtotol 

Contingency  (5,002) 

Totol  Controct  Cost 

Supervision#  Inspection  S  Overheod  (5,502) 
Totol  Request  * 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

Instolled  Equipnent  -  Other  Appropriotions 

LS 

10  o»Krwi<.-o'««-ooo»»ac."«.uiuy'  Construct  SO'xAO'  building  for  Mixing  ond 

storing  herbicides  (  pesticides#  Building  to  include  Mixing  ond  storoge 
areas#  personnel  cbonge  area  with  storoge  for  contor.inated  clothingrand  a  shower 
and  street-clothes  chonge  oreo.  WorU  to  include  o  vehicle  di'ive-thru  area  for 
taiiK  filling  and  woshout#  spill  control  provisions  with  collection  systess  and 
storage  took  for  cheoicol  spills  ond  wash-water#  required  utilities, ond  site 

wgrk, _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ 

lir'REOulREHENT: 

project:  Construct  herbicide  I  pesticide  Mixing  ond  storoge  focility# 

REOUIREHENT:  a  sofe  ond  odequotc  focility  is  needed  to  Mix  ond  store 

herbicides  and  pesticides  to  Minieize  the  donger  to  personnel  engoged  in  those 
activities  and  to  prevent  dOMoge  to  the  noturol  environeent# 

CURRENT  situation:  Herbicide  ond  pesticide  operations  ore  now  conducted 
froM  0  portion  of  on  abandoned  heovy  equipeent  shed  that  it  too  snail  in  area# 
has  no  spill  contoinnent  focilities#  locks  odequote  facilities  for  rencvol  ond 
storoge  of  contoninoted  clothing#  hos  no  shower  focilities  ond  does  not  Meet 
locol#  stote  or  federol  regulations  governing  the  hondling  and  storoge  of  such 
hazardous  chenicols* 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  If  this  project  is  not  provided#  the  existing 


EvOUS  EOTIOWS  may  k  used  ««TEm«Al.l.T 
UNTA  EANAUSTED 


AACE  NU4S 


COMPONENT 

nr  -me  mjiun  constmctiom  pfiojEcrr  data 

2  DATE 

FEB  85 

3  MSTAUATC.  AND  lOCATOM 

Louisiono  Arey  AMunition  Plant*  Louisiana 

1  4  PROJECT  TfTLE 

S  PROJECT  fiUUBER  I 

Replace  Explosion  Protection  Barricade 

42 

n.  REQUIF^L'MENT:  (continued) 

IHPihCT  IF  HOT  provided:  (Continued) 

injury  or  death  of  production  workers*  the  loss  of  costly  production  equipsent 
and  buildings*  and  the  loss  of  end-product  output  until  repairs  are  eadet 


12.  SUPPLEHENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estieated  Design  Datol 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Dote  Design  Started  . . > • * • •  • •Roy.il 

(b)  Percent  Cosplete  As  Of  January  1985  . . . . loO. 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985  . . . loS 

(d)  Date  Design  Coeplete  . . ‘Dec.li. 


(2)  Basis: 

(o)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _t_ 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  _ _ _ _ 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  *  (a)'f(b)  or  (d)f(e):  (iOOO) 

(o)  Production  of  Plons  ond  Specificotions  . . . 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . . . 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . . .  "llll 

<d)  Contract  . . . . . . . . 

(e)  In-house  . . . . 2} 

(4)  Construction  Start  . . . . . . Jan_8$ _ 

iionth  t  yeor 


B.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  froe 
other  appropriations: 

Fiscol  Yeor 

Epijipnent  Procuring  Appropnoted  Cost 

tiQBSDEiSiyiS  Mggrggriotign  _ il2222_, 

'.'one 


lO  104  rao 


jmponent 


FY  1986  MILfTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


TEB  85 


3  mstallaton  and  LOCATON 


Louisiong  Arity  A^ininition  Plont>  Louitiona 


«  MOJECT  title 

R»ploc*  Explosion  Protection 
Barricode 


5  Program  clement 

2miA^ 


e  CATEGORY  CODE 

7  PROJECT  number 

(5865314-18) 

_ 22^ _ 

42 

B  PROJECT  COST  (tOOO) 


370 


•  COST  ESTMATES 


fTEM 

U'M 

OUANTITV 

UNIT  COST 

COST  ($000) 

Prifcgrj;_FQC  il  it  j; 

330 

Reinforced  Concrete  Barricode 

LF 

443 

329.00 

(146) 

Earthwork 

CY 

7,125 

13.20 

(94) 

Deeolition 

LS 

• 

• 

(90) 

laBBQlting.Fgcilities 

0 

Subtotal 

330 

Contingency  (S.OOZ) 

17 

Total  Controct  Cost 

347 

Supervision,  Inspection  6-Overhead  (5. SOX) 

19 

Total  Request  * 

366 

Totol  Request  (Rounded) 

370 

Instolled  Equipeent  -  Other  Rporopriotions 

(  0) 

<0  OPAC'Olori  O*  P*O00*»0  Ji  t*>c'  rt^  _14  ». 

PMoIish  txittino  deteriofoltd  tinber  borricode 
<3i'  Hid*  X  20'  high  x  370  long)  ond  reploc*  with  reinforced  concrete 
structure.  rtU  utility  services  gnd/or  process  piping  passing  through  the 
i*  to  te  provided  fgr  jr  tn*  new  concretg  pgrripode. 

11.  REOUIPiEMENf?  .  . .  . . . . . 

project;  Oeeolish  existing  explosion  protection  borricode  and  construct  new 
barricade  of  reinforced  concrete  ond  eorth. 

REOUIREHENT;  Deteriorated  explosion  protection  borricode  requires 
replaceeent.  Rdecuote.  sofe  barricades  or*  required  between  explosive 
production  buildings  to  protect  workers  ond  the  criticol  ond  expensive 
production  focilities. 

CURRENT  SITUNTICH:  The  existing  barricode  wos  built  in  the  early  1940's  ond 

Its  age  and  the  effects  of  weathering  hove  resulted  in  deteriorotion  to  the 
extent  thot  the  borricode's  structurol  integrity  connot  be  assured  in  the 
event  of  on  explosive  Bishop.  If  the  borricode  collopsed*  it  would  block  the 
roil  line  to  o  Bojor  production  oreo  of  the  plont  ond  its  subsequent  re»ovol 
and  reploceBent  would  result  in  loss  of  production  output  for  several  nonths. 
INPhCT  IF  NOT  provided:  If  this  project  is  not  providedf  the  failure  of  the 

existing  borricode  in  the  event  of  on  explosive  incident  could  result  in 


00  1991 

1  oic  w 


p«t  viOijf  E0'7ON‘  m*'  m  jse: 

UNTIl  i  RM* 


PAGE  NC 


-..‘>MPOSfeN’ 

ARMV 

nr  1986  MILfTAMY  COWSTHUCTIOW  PROJECT  DATA 

H-  'NS'AwtATtOS  ANC'  lOCATON 

LaKe  City  Arey  Annunition  Plant.  Missouri 
— — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1  A  PROJECT  title 

*1  h-Mojici  Number 

Enclose  Uarehouse  Loading  Docks 

27 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estinated  Design  Data: 

<1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . . 

<b)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  January  1985 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete  . . 

. J.in  9'' 

(2)  Dasis: 

< 1)  standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes 
lb)  Uhere  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used 

No 

_X_ 

<3)  Total  Cost  <c)  »  (a>+-(b)  or  (d)  +  (9>:  (»C0&) 

(a>  Production  of  Plans  and  Sijecif ications  .  . 14 

<b)  All  Other  Design  Costs 

(c)  Total  Cost . . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . . . 19 

(e)  In-noase  . . . . .  ;7 


(4)  Construction  Start  . . .  jAN  S6 


iionth  t  year 

D.  Equipeent  associated  with  tnis  project  which  will  be  provided  froiti 
other  appropriations: 

Piscal  Year 

Epuipnent  Procunrg  Appropriated  Cost 

tisstQiiil'iis  ^EBrsciiaiifiQ  Qr.EiSEassis^  _ _ 

None 


DO  1  oec*ri  1391c 


OBfVIOUS  lOltiONS  M«»  Bt  USED  WTERNALLr 
UNTll  E*^*AjSTEO 


pAoe  NO  45 


f  ii 


I  COMPONENT 


FY  1906  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  DATE 


FEB  85 


3  mstallaton  and  location 


LoKe  City  Ar»y  Anaunition  Plantt  Mi««ouri  pnclow  Worghoute  Loodinq  DocKs 


A  PROJECT  title 


S  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

e  category  code 

7  PROJECT  NUMBER 

(5865332-16) 

B  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

78011A 

226 

27 

930 

•  COST  estimates 


rTEM 

OUANTrrv 

UNrr  COST 

COST  ($000] 

Prisiory  Facility 

842 

Structural/Architectural 

SF 

28*807 

23.46 

(676) 

Electrical  Uork 

SF 

28*807 

2.01 

(58) 

Fire  Protection  Sprinklers 

SF 

28*807 

3.74 

(108) 

iaBEQliiDQ-ESSilities 

0 

Subtotal 

842 

Contingency  (S.OOZ) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

.42 

884 

Supervision*  Inspection  I.Q^verhead  (5.S0Z) 
Total  Request  * 

49 

933 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

930 

Installed  Equipaent  -  Other  Appropriations 

(  0) 

10  ot»ci®KK' o> Pooowi, c  -'AiiA'-..  Construct  docK  onclosures  ot  nino  worvhouses. 

Enclosures  to  hove  truck  doors  odjocont  to  the  dock  leveling  devices  and  o 
personnel  entry/  exit  door.  Uork  includes  fire  protection  sprinkler  systeas 
gr^  gdsguote  lighting  fgr  gaff  wgrk  fnvirgnsent. 

il."  requirement: 

project;  Construct  worehouse  dock  enclosures. 

requirement:  This  prooect  is  required  to  ieprove  worker  sofetyr  provide 

all-weother  copobility. and  reduce  eaintenance  costs. 

CURRENT  situation:  The  present  uncovered  docks  present  o  working  hazard 
because  of  ice  and  snow  build-up  during  winter  eonths.  The  ice  and  snow  also 
ouse  I  tgher  operating  costs  because  of  delays  and  the  unproductive  tine 

Eorkers  eust  spend  shoveling  snow  ond  applying  sand  and  solt  to  the  dock 
urfoces.  The  resulting  eelt  down  and  solt  water  daeages  the  dock  leveling 
evices  and  further  increases  eaintenonce  costs.  This  project  will  reduce 
eointenonce  and  heoting  costs  by  opproMieotely  *20*000  per  year. 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  If  this  project  is  not  provided*  the  hazardous 

conditions  will  continue  to  exist  and  high  eointenance  and  operating  costs 
will  continue. 


nn  Poaw  ajm 
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PAO€  HC  4-i 


FY  1986  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


j  ii«ti 


FE?  8 


COMPONtNT 


kRW> 


J  INSTALlATC**  and  location 

Kansas  Aray  Aaaunition  Planti  Kansas 

A  PWOJtCl  TITtf 

NUMBER 

Rehobilitatc  Raw  Water  IntaKc 

32 

Nov  83 
'*’90*' 
_ IvO 

Feblil 

(2)  Basis: 

<a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _X_ 

<b)  Uhere  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Useo  _ 


12.  SUPFLEMENTAL  DATA; 

A.  Estieated  Design  Data: 

<1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . 

(b)  Percent  Coaplcte  As  Of  January  1985 

(c)  Percent  Coaplcte  As  Of  October  1985 

(d)  Date  Design  Coaplete  . . 


(3) 


Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)+(b)  or  <d)+(e): 

(a)  Production  of  Plons  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . 

(c )  Total  Cost  . . . . 

<d>  Contract  .  . . . 

<e)  In-house  . . . . . 

Construction  Start  . . . . . Ssi.il _ 

aonth  I  year 


(SOOO' 

. 20 

12 

.IIVS 


B.  Eouioiient  associ^ed  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  froe 
other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Year 

Epuipiient  Procuring  Appropriated  Cost 

ysSSQEi'JlylS  iEEISEIiiliSQ  Ql-EifSaSSiSS  _ 

None 
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IfJIC/llJ 


.OMPONENT 


FY  198S  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  DATE 


J _ TEB  85 


3  MSTALLATON  and  LOCATION 

Kansas  Artiy  Aumunition  Plontf  Kansas 

4  PROJECT  title 

Rehabilitate 

Row  Voter  IntoKe 

5  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

7  PROJECT  NUMBER 

(5865329-20) 

•  PROJECT  COST  iSOOOi 

7ani  1 A 

_ fiU _ 

—12 _ 

570 

•  COST  ESTMATES 


ITEM 

U  M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT  COST 

COST  (SOOOl 

Prmory  rocility 

Stone  Fill-Revetoent 

TN 

20*075 

14.71 

Jl 

Stone  Fill-Baffle  DiKe 

TN 

1*100 

14.71 

Stone  Fill-DiKe 

TN 

1*A00 

14.71 

Dredging  (Channel  Restorotion) 

CY 

20*000 

7.94 

Support ing_Focilitie5 

24 

Site  liiprovenent 

LS 

(24) 

Subtotol 

51B 

Contingency  (5.00X) 

_ 

Total  Contract  Cost 

544 

Supervision*  Inspection  t  Overheod  (5.502) 

. 3g 

Total  Request 

574 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

570 

Instolled  Equipeent  -  Other  Appropriotions 

(  Ot 

10  o' PowiK  c  .  v  ., ..  ftehabilitotf  the  eost  bonK  of  the  Neosho  River 

north  of  the  water  intoKe  pool  to  return  the  river  bocH  to  its  origin'll  flow 
pottern.  Cleor  the  intoKe  pool  of  silt  end  sludge  and  cleon  clogged  intaKe 
pipes.  Repoir  the  daeage  to  the  existing  das>  particulorly  the  eost  end  thot 

lS.^2iD9.Sr9dS!?-9y9i:i _ 

ir"RbuiRE«iNT; 

PROJECT!  Rehobilitote  the  raw  water  intoke  ot  the  Woter  Filtrotion  Plont  ot 
Kansas  AAP. 

REOUIREMENT!  This  project  is  required  to  ensure  the  eointenonce  of  on 
adequate  water  supply  for  oeeunition  production  operotions  ot  this  ftAP. 
CURRENT  situation:  During  the  42  yeors  thot  this  water  plant  has  been 
operating*  the  channel  of  the  Neosho  River  hos  shifted  due  to  gradual 
deterioration  of  the  east  bonK.  The  chonge  of  woter  flow  has  resulted  in  the 
$ilt:ng-in  of  the  water  intoKe  pool  ond  subsequent  clogging  of  the  water 
ir.toKe  pipes.  The  doe  used  to  fore  the  intoKe  pool  hos  olso  suffered  erosion 
doeoge  and  is  in  need  of  repoir.  Restorotion  of  the  existing  focilitv  is  the 
eost  econoeicol  eeons  of  providing  on  odequote  woter  supply. 

IMPACT  IF  not  PROVIDED!  If  this  project  is  not  provided*  the  woter  needed 
for  production  will  eventually  be  cut  off  ond  the  operations  shut  down. 


nr  -MM  MtUTAfrY  COMSTMICTION  mOJECT  DATA 


?  OATt 


.  1  rj  iwm  ■nkJiAPfT  rmwcwi  imtm 

_ _ _ _ 

FEB  85 

3  mSTALLATlOW  AND  lOCATOM 

Iowa  Arsy  Assunition  Plant;  Iowa 

4  PROJECT  TffU 

S  PROJECT  MUMBEP  I 

Store  Droinage  Inprovesents  -  Yard  L 

45 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA! 

A.  Estiaoted  Dttign  Data: 

(1)  Status: 

(q)  Dote  Design  Started  . . JyC.if!. 

(b)  Percent  Coaplcte  As  Of  Jonuary  19B5  . . 7^ 

(c)  Percent  Cosplete  As  Of  October  1965  . . . . 100_ 

<d)  Dote  Design  Cosplete  . . . . . 

(2)  Basis* 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _X_ 

<t)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  _ 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  *  (alfib)  or  (d)-f(e):  (tOOO) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  ond  Specif icotions  . . 36 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . . . . 31 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . . . 55 

<e)  In-house . . .  . . __12 

(4)  Construction  Start  ....  . . . . J9D_8§ _ 

sonth  t  ycor 


D>  Equipsent  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  fros 


other  oppropnations* 

Fiscal  Yeor 

Equipsent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

Nosenclature  MEBISBliSliSD  Ql-BSSuegted  _ 1*2222 _ 

None 
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POfSflOur  EO'’»ONJ.MAV  BF  USE  D  •4TE  BNAll  ' 
until  EbkAuSTEC 


PAGE  NC 


t  ^  COMPON£<«T 


FY  IMS  MIUTAinr  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


3  fVSTAUATOM  AND  LOCATCN 


FEB  85 


1 4  mojECT  rrTLE 


lloyg  ftfy  Attnunition  Flontf  lowo 


$  ^rogaam  elcmcnt 


I  6  CATCGORy  CODE 


?  mOJCCT  NUMBER 

(5865333-16) 

I  45 

B  COST  ESTMATES 


StOfB  Drainage  laproveaents  -  Yard  L 

CT  NUMBER  1 1  PftOJECT  COST  ($0001 


rrcM 

U'W 

OUANTtTY 

UNrr  COST 

COST  (SOOO) 

lisscK.EsEiliii: 

Areo  Inlets  w/Froee  t  Grate 

EA 

42 

1?274 

596 

(54) 

Honhole  w/Froee  t  Cover 

EA 

2 

1?350 

(3) 

Reeove/Reploce  Building  Groins 

LS 

•  m 

(42) 

Iieeolish  t  Rebuild  Cone  Fluees 

LF 

9,234 

40.80 

(377) 

Store  Drainage  Piping 

LS 

• 

(120) 

UDDortinq  Facilities 

Site  leprovceent  (88)  Deeolition  (45) 

LS 

• 

133 

(133) 

Subtotcl  729 

Contingency  (5.002)  .__2£ 

Totol  Contract  Cost  765 

Supervision!  Inspection  t  Overhead  (5.50Z>  ___.fi 

Total  Request  807 

Totol  Request  (Rounded)  81C 

Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Rppropriotions  (  0) 

10  . .  Construct  store  droinoqe  focilities  for  Yord-L. 

Denolish  existing  droinage  piping  ond  structures  where  required.  WorK  includes 
excavation^  grading,9nd_5ite_Mgrjt . _ 

ir”'REDuiREMENf;" 

project:  Construct  store  droinogc  focilities  to  odequotely  droin  Yord-L? 

its  rood  nettond  railroad  trockoge. 

REOUIREhE)(T:  An  odequote  store  droinoge  systee  is  needed  for  Yord-L. 

CURRENT  situation:  Yord-L  is  on  existing  storoge  yard  for  inert  oeeunition 
coeponents  ond  reloted  production  support  itees.  It  covers  opproxieotely  1/2 
square  eile  of  oreo  ond  hos  3»6  eiles  of  rood  net  or.d  6.0  eiles  of  roilmad 
trackage.  The  existing  systee  of  store  droins  ond  ditching  uos  constructed 
during  World  War  II  ond  40  years  of  erosion  hove  resulted  in  the  need  to 
renovate/rep loce  the  systee.  At  the  present  tiee?  wot..  .  snds  in  eony  oreos? 
daeoges  stored  eoteriols  ond  undcreines  the  rood  net  ond  the  roilrood  trockoge 
and  foundations  of  structures.  This  project  will  restore  the  yard  oreo  with  on 
odequote  droinoge  systee  that  should  lost  for  another  SO  yeors  or  so. 

IMPACT  If  NOT  PROUIIiEli:  If  this  project  is  not  provided?  the  droinoge 
problees  con  only  get  worse  and  doeoge  to  roods  and  trockoge  will  continue  to 
result  in  excessive  eointenonce  ond  operoting  costs. 


•JO  rone  jeM 

1  MC  r* 


•newoos  EOniOHS  M»>  BE  USED  »ITEB?.»Ll'i 
until  EihaU^TEO 


COMPONENT 

ARM> 

FY  1M6  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2  DATE 

FEB  85 

J  M&TAllATON  and  location 

Indiano  Arey  Aeeunition  Plant*  Indiana 

1  *  PROJECT  Tna 

6  PROJECT  number 

Convert  Shiphouses  to  Explosive  Storoge 

45 

11.  requirement:  (Continued) 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  If  thi*  project  it  not  providedr  the  plant  will 

continue  to  lock  adequate  storage  focilitiest  eore  people  than  necessary  will 
be  exposed  to  the  hazards  of  eanuolly  handling  explosives  and  sovings  in 
operating  costs  of  more  than  flBSrOOO  per  year  connot  be  re.iliced. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA! 

A.  Estieoted  Design  Dotal 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Storted  . . 

(b)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  January  1965 

(c)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  October  1985 

<d)  Date  Design  Coeplete  . . 

(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _X 

(b)  Where  Design  Uos  Most  Recently  Used 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  *  (olflb)  or  (d)f(e>: 

<a)  Production  of  Plons  ond  Specificotions 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . . . 

(c)  Totol  Cost  . 

(d)  Contract  . 

<e)  In-house  . . . . . 


(A)  Construction  Start  . . . . . . M9r_B6 _ 

eonth  t  year 

D.  Equipeent  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  froe 
other  appropriations.' 

Fiscal  Yeor 

Eauipeent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

yesghcloture  ^EB£QEri9iiBD  Bl.BgflBSSlES  _ <I2Q22_— 

None 
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FY  1986  MILPFARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


*  t>*Te 


FEB  8S 


3  MSIA1.I.ATION  AND  LOCATION  4  PROJECT  TITuE 

Convert  Shlphouses  to  Explosive 
Indiono  Amy  Aniiunition  Plants  Indiana  Storage 


»  P««OGRAAI  ELEMENT 


7801 lA 


PriiiQrjT_Pgci  1  itj; 

Alter  Shlphouses  <8  EA) 
Access  Roads 


Store  Drainoge 
Site  It.provetient 

Railroad  Crossings  t  Wheel  Stops 


«  CATEGOAV  COOE 

7  PROJECT  NL>MKR 

(5865330-19) 

226 

45 

»  COS’  esTwATEs 


•  PROJECT  COST  (tOOOl 


OUANTITt  I  unit  cost  I  COST  iSOOOl 


SF  26,160  3.14 

LS  - 


Subtotal 

Contingency  (5.00%) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision,  Inspection  t  Overhead  (S.SOX) 

Total  Request 

Totol  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipaent  -  Other  Appropriations 


0  o»N:'CMr.c’P'opo5»oc...,iu..-  Coostruct  olterotions  to  eight  (Bi  shlphouses  to 

convert  thee  to  explosive  storage  focilities.  Work  includes  reinforcement  of 
floors,  cargo  doors,  occess  roads  and  turnoround  pods,  store  droinoge,  groding 
9Q^_S2 te  work . 
n7”'RfGL'iREMENTT 

PROJECT!  Convert  eight  (8)  shiphouses  to  explosive  storoge  facilities  ond 
construct  trai Icr-trucK  access  roods. 

REOUIREAERT!  Increased  production  quotos  require  thot  oil  available 
focilities  be  used  for  explosive  storoge,  Closs  1.3.  Of  the  238  facilities 
ovoiloble,  oil  but  64  ore  adequate  ond  hove  trailer-truck  occess.  This  project 
will  convert  eight  (8)  of  the  64  limited  occess  roil  shiphouses  to  Class  1.3, and 
provide  truck  access  routes  and  reinforce  the  floors  of  the  buildings  to 
permit  the  use  of  forklift  trucks  to  expedite  looding/unlooditig  operotions.  An 
econoeic  analysis  indicotes  that  the  conversion  of  the  8  shiphouses  requested 
herein  will  save  *185,680  per  yeor. 

CURRENT  SITUATION!  This  plant  now  locks  odequate  facilities  for  the 
temporary  storoge  of  the  end  product  to  meet  production  quotos.  Additional 
projects  will  be  included  in  future  year  requests  for  conversion  of  tne  other 
limited  occess  shiphouses. 


FY  1866  MlirTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


3  I - 


S5 


3  MSTAUATCN  ANO  LOCATOM 


Radford  ^rity  Aimunition  Plontf  Uirginio 


4  PROJECT  title 

Reploce  Air  Compressor  -  Puilding 
4333  


s  rrogaam  Element 

6  category  code 

7  PROJECT  number 

•  PROJECT  COST  ($000)  I 

(5865326-14) 

-J*flQl1A _ 

_ 226 _ 

_ 23 _ 

»  COST  estimates 


ITEM 

U'M 

quantity 

UNfT  COST 

COST  ($000) 

Primary  Facility 

291 

Building  Alterations 

SF 

1*200 

6.67 

(8) 

Air  Compressor 

EA 

1 

184*100 

(184) 

Piping*Ualves  t  Fittings 

LS 

- 

- 

(22) 

Electric  Power  (interior) 

LS 

(77) 

SuBgorting_Facilities 

64 

Electric  Service 

LS 

- 

- 

(16) 

Site  Improvement  (  0)  Bemolition  (19! 

LS 

- 

- 

(19) 

Transformer  1  Appurtenances 

LS 

(29) 

Subtotal 

Contingency  (5.00Z) 

Totol  Contract  Cost 

373 

Supervision*  Insoection  t  Overheod  (5.50Z) 

21 

Total  Request 

394 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

390 

Installed  Equipment  -  Other  Appropriotions 

(  0) 

.0  Procure  ond  install  one  replaceeent  electric 

iiotor  driven  air  coepressor  with  ouxilioriesr  piping*  eotor  controls*  power 
wiring, and  concrete  foundation.  Rear-onge  440  volt  electric  power  supply 
substation , ana  procure  and  install  replacement  12*470/2*300  volt  power  supply 
substation^ _ 

II.  REoijiRiStNT:’ 

F'RCJECT:  furnish  and  install  new  oir  coepressor  in  Building  4333  and 

upgrade  electric  power  source. 

REQUIREMENT.*  This  project  is  required  to  replace  one  of  two  lorge  air 
conpressors  that  serve  the  Cast  Area  of  the  plant. 

CURRENT  situation:  Both  existing  air  compressors  were  built  in  1951  ond 
have  e>.ceeded  their  normal  life  expectancy.  Their  worn  condition  is  such  thot 
a  mo.jor  overhaul  is  required  annually.  The  compressor  to  be  replaced  by  this 
project  connot  be  rebored  ond  rebuilt  because  of  the  greot  wear  in  the  low- 
pressure  cylinder.  The  upgrade  proposed  for  the  electric  power  will  provide 
sufficient  electric  power  to  run  the  new  compressor  and  for  the  replacement  of 
the  second  compressor  in  o  future  progrom  request. 

INRACT  if  not  PROVIDEIIJ  If  this  project  is  not  provided*  the  failure  of  the 
compressed  oir  supply  system  could  result  in  Cast  Area  production  curtoilment 


PO 


BRf  UlOUS  (Dixons  WA*  §f  JSED 
UN’ii 
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FY  1966  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


ARMV 


3  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATON 


FEB  85 


F<adford  Arny  A»iiuniiion  Plant*  Virginia 


4  PROJECT  TfTLE 

6  PROJECT  NUMBER 

Replace  Air  Coepressor  -  Building  4333 

93 

11.  requirement:  (Continued) 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  (Continued) 

ond  the  plant  would  be  unoble  to  eeet  eunitions  production  requireernts. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estieoted  Decign  Dotot 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . . . . .  •(iSY.i?- 

(b)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  Jonuory  1P85  . 

(c)  Percent  Coeplete  As  OF  October  1985  . . 122- 

(d)  Date  Design  Coeplete  . . . . . . 

(2)  Basis: 

(o>  Standard  or  DeFinitive  Design  -  Yes  _  No  _X_ 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Host  Recently  Used 


(3)  Totol  Cost  (c)  >  (a)4(b)  or  (d)F(e>: 

(a)  Production  oF  Plons  ond  SpeciFications 

<b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . 

<c)  Total  Cost  . . . 

<d)  Contract  . . . . 

(e)  In-house . . . . 


($000) 

_ 21 

1 

_ 22 

_ il 


(4)  Construction  Start  . . . AEr_86 _ 

eonth  t  year 

h,  Equipeent  ossociated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  Froe 
other  oppropriotions: 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipeent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

ti2!SD£lSlSiI£  iBBISEliSliQD  - _ 152222 _ 

None 


30  i'.Sr*.13»1e 


"RfWIOUS  fOITION?.  MA.  be  used  WTCHNA^Y 

UNTli.  EXHAU'IED 


PAOE  NO  5  3 


IL^Ii 


.OMPON(N1 


FY  1986  MILfTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


3  mSTAtLATCN  AND  LOCATION 


Rodford  Army  Anaunition  Plontt  Uiroinia 


A  pnojECT  title 


S  PAOQAAM  element 

6  CATEGOftV  CODE 

7  PROJECT  NJM0ER 

76011 A 

226 

(5865326-15) 

92 

Replocc  Explosion  Protection 
Borricodes 


•  COST  ESTMATES 


Priii3rj;_Fgci  1  i  tj; 
Barricades  TIO) 


i!lEB8IiiD9_E3£iliii£S 
Electric  Service 
Site  Ifiprovefient 
Utilities 


(  0)  Beeolition 


LS 

<123:  LS 
LS 


Subtotal 

Contingency  (S>00Z) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision!  Inspection  t  Overheod  (5.50Z) 
Total  Request  * 

Total  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Pppropriotions 


.0  -  fteeove  ond  reploce  borricodes  ot  ten  (10)  octive 

propellont  production  builaings<  UorK  includes  reeovol  ond  reinstallation  of 
utilities!  process  piping!  and  duct  work  attached  to  or  possing  through  the 
tirrlccdes,  reeoval  and  reploceeent  of  ottoched  roofS!  floor  structures! 
SCS_SS£3eS_£?!alei. 9£!^.the_sjEgrgde  of  eleg^r^cgl  wiring  gnd  lighting. 

11.  REQUIREHENT5  . 

PROJECT!  Reploceeent  of  ten  (10)  double- revetted!  wooden!  earth-filled 
barricades  at  Rodford  Any  Aeaunition  Plont  (AAP).  This  project  is  the  seventh 
increaent  of  or  onnuol  borricode  rcploceiient  progros  ot  this  plont. 
REOUIREHERT!  This  project  is  required  to  provide  odequote!  safe  explosion 
protection  borricodes  to  enoble  the  plant  to  operate  within  existing  introline 
quantity  distonces* 

CURRENT  situation:  Host  of  the  borricodes  ot  this  plant  were  constructed  in 
1940-41  and  for  soee  tiee  now  it  hos  been  necessary  to  do  extensive  repair 
work  each  yeor  to  keep  thee  in  o  structurolly  safe  ond  sound  condition. 

Because  of  the  accelerating  rate  of  deterioration!  repoir  con  no  longer  keep 
poce  with  requirenents.  Radford  hos  240  borricodes  ot  explosive  production 
buildings  that  ore  required  to  aaintoin  current  ond  ecbilirotion  production 
schedules.  Of  this  nueber!  142  con  be  eointoined  in  sotisfoctory  condition  for 


DO 
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vious  eo'TtONt  at  usec'  i^TcuMhLL^ 

ErhA'JSTEO 
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FY  1966  MILFTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


iitit 


FEB  85 


J  INiT*i.L*TO*<  AND  LOCATION 


Fiodford  Arniy  Annunition  Plonit  Virginia 

*  PROJSCT  TITU 


i  PROJtCI  NuMBfR 


Replace  E;:plosion  Protection  Barricades 


11.  requirement;  (Continued) 
CURRENT  situation:  (Continued) 


92 


the  ne-t  00  years  and  projects  will  be  submitted  in  future  progras  years  to 
replace  the  remaining  unserviceable  barricaoes  . 


IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED.  Without  adequate  barricades*  Radford  AAP  will  not 
be  able  to  operote  within  existing  quantity  distances. 

additional:  Explosion  protection  barricades  protect  workers,  buildings  and 

production  equipment  ond  prevent  blast  propagation  to  other  explosive 
production  buildings  in  the  event  of  mishap. 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

A.  Estimated  Design  Dotal 

(1)  Status: 

(a)  Date  Design  Started  . ifS.ii. 

(b)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  January  1985  . . io0_ 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985  . i2L_ 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete  . . . . . •••!'££. ii. 


(2)  Basis: 

(a)  Standord  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes  _ _  No  _)(. 

(b)  Where  Design  Was  Most  Recently  Used  _ 

(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  *  (a;+(b)  or  (d)+(e):  (*000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specif ications  . . . 104 

(b)  Ail  Othe*  Design  Costs  . . . . . . oO 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . . . lr4 

(d)  Contract . . . . . . . . 0 

(e)  In-house  . . . . IcA 

(4)  Construction  Start  . . . _ 

month  i  year 


B.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  from 


other  appropriations: 

Fiscal  Yeor 

Equipment 

Procuring 

Approprioled 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

None 

(SOOO) 

I 


wOMPONEUI 


FY  1986  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


FEB  85 


I  3  NSTAlLATON  and  location  «  PROJECT  TITLE 

Alter  Building  for  Nitrocellulose 
Piodford  Arey  Aeeunition  Plant#  Virginio  Weighing _ 


S  PROORAM  ELEMENT 


78011 A 


e  CATEGORY  CODE 

T  MOJECT  NUMBER 

(5865326-16) 

22A 

94 

•  COST  ESTMATES 


t  PROJECT  COST  itOOOl 


U.M  I  OUANTITlr  I  UNIT  COST  I  COST  iSOOOl 


F;ri||or)'_Fgc  il  itjr 

Struct/Architect  Alterotions  LS 
F'luebingiEeerg  Showeri Eyewash  LS 
Alcohol  Piping  t  Appurtenances  LS 
Hech  VentrSprinklrSfUalveSfPipes  LS 
Elec  UorK>Starters»Notor  Cntrls  LS 

§yBE9rti!!a_E9£iliii8S 

Electric  Service  LS 
Site  Inproveeent  (21)  Deeolition  (21  LS 
Utility  PolestEeerg  EKits/Stairs  LS 


Subtotal 

Contingency  (S>00Z) 

Total  Contract  Cost 
Supervision!  Inspection  (  Overhead 
Total  Request 
’"otal  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Appr 


(5.50Z) 


Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Appropriations  (  Oi 

.0  c.P.<H»v«c.-.-»i—  Construct  structural  ond  architectural 

alterations  to  Building  1900.  Work  includes  eodificotion  and  upgrode  of  oil 
building  systeis  (heating!  lighting!  ventilating!  etc.>!  the  upgrode  of 
yiiiiii?5..2r!j_it'£-Bi2yisicD_2f_Dfii:£ssaw-fiBfirgfinEX_£Jiils_aDd_£iai£s. - 

11.  reou.reaent: 

project:  Alter  building  1900  for  nitrocellulose  weighing. 

requirement:  This  prcviect  is  required  to  elieinote  the  need  to  transport 

nitrocellulose  to  the  Cost  Area  of  the  plont  for  weighing  prior  to  preeix 
operotions. 

CURRENT  situation:  The  nitrocellulose  (gun  cotton)  eust  now  be  tronsported 
to  Building  4912-29  for  weighing  prior  to  going  to  the  preeix  operotion  in 
Building  36^0.  The  proposed  construction  will  increase  operotionol  efficiency! 
einleize  hazardous  operations  and  effect  savings  of  eore  than  $100!000 
annually  in  tronsportation  ond  labor  costs. 

IMPACT  Ir  not  provided:  If  this  project  is  not  provided!  the  increase  in 
operating  efficiency!  lowering  of  hozardous  operotions  and  the  estieotcd 
dollar  sovings  cannot  be  realized. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 


DD  row  4W4 

1  MC  n 


I  VOOS  Etmot  MA.  SE  USED  INTENNAalT 
UNTA  EANAUS.TED 


I 


COIOKXttNT 


nr  1W6  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  OATt 


FEB  es 


3  MSTAtLATOh  AND  LOCATION 


Radford  Army  Aaiiunition  Plont>  Virginio 


A  oNCJECT  TtTLt 


»  PROJECT  NUMBER 


Alter  Building  for  Nitrocellulose  Neighing 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA!  (Continued) 

A.  Estieated  Design  Data! 

(1)  Status! 

(a)  Dote  Design  Started  . . . . ..Nov_83_ 

(b)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  Jonuory  1985  . "IlOSl 

<c)  Percent  Coeplete  As  Of  October  1985  . . . ••••ZZIlfic" 

(d)  Dote  Design  Coeplete  . . . . Ngv  e4~ 


Basis! 

(o)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes 
<b)  Nhere  Design  Uas  Host  Recently  Used 


No  X 


Total  Cost  <c)  ■  (alfCb)  or  (dlfCe)! 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specificotions 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . . . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . . . 

<e)  In-house  . . 


(*000) 

_ 2i 

_ 20 

_ il 

_ 25 

1& 


(4)  Construction  Start 


_ ABr_84 _ 

month  i  yeor 


B.  Equipeent  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  f^oe 
other  appropriations! 

Fiscol  Yeor 

Equipeent  Procuring  Approprioted  Cost 

yQlfQclgture  ftBBISEIiSli9D  Qr_E!?9!l**isd  _ 112222 _ 

None 


ISPtc 


PREVIOUS  EDITIONS  MA.  BE  USED  MTENNALLT 
until  E.HAUSTEO 


PAOENO  5J 


.JMPONtNT 


•ML/TAftY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


2  OATe 


TEB  85 


3  MSTAU.AYION  AND  LOCATON 

4  PROJECT  rrTLE 

Sunflower  Artiy  Annunition  Plant.  Kansas 

Guanidine  Nitrate  Ship-Out  Focility 

(5860138) 

28 


•  COST  CSTIMATES 


U  M  I  OUANTtTY  I  UNIT  COST  I  COST  ItOOOl 


960  13 

2  1 
1  2 


£rijiorjj_Facilitjf 

STter~Existing  Building 
Building  Addition 
Concrete  Raept 
Cleon-up  Water  Suep 


Electric  Service 
Uotert  Sewer  t  Gas 
Ravingr  UalKs>  Curbs  t  Gutters 
Site  liiprovenent 


Subtotal 

Contingency  (5. OCX) 

Total  Contract  Cost 

Supervision!  Inspection  t  Overhead  (5. SOX) 

Total  Request 

Totol  Request  (Rounded) 

Installed  Equipeent  -  Other  Appropriations 


10  OMe-««wr 0'p.opo.M Construct  oddition  to  Building  9015  ond  perfore 
alterations  to  tne  existing  building.  Work  to  include  concrete  raeps»  o 
clean-up  woter  suepi.  extension  of  utilit)j_service5i_2CcesB_rogd,  2nd_iite_worki _ 

IiT'‘REOuiRESENTr 

P'ROJECT:  Construct  building  oddition. 

REQUIRErtENT:  This  project  is  required  to  provide  a  focility  for  pocking  and 

shipping  on  internediote  cheeicol  product  that  is  produced  here. 

CURRENT  situation:  Guanidine  Nitrate  <GN)  is  on  internediote  product  in  the 
nanufocture  of  Nitroguonidine  (NO)  ond  the  bosic  ingredient  in  the  nonufocture 
of  Trioninoguonidine  Nitrote  (TAGN).  Sunflower  AAR  is  the  sole  source  of  GN  in 
North  Aiierico  ond  the  proposed  project  is  needed  to  provide  a  shipping 
facility  to  distribute  GN  to  onnunition  plonts  engoged  in  the  the 
nonufocture  of  TAGN, which  is  on  ingredient  in  certain  propellant  fornotions. 
INPACT  If  NOT  PROVIBEP:  If  this  project  is  not  providedr  the  nission  to 
produce  newly  developed  propellonts  ot  other  plonts  connot  be  occonplished. 

12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA.* 

A.  Estinated  Design  Boto: 

(1)  Status: 


COMPONtM 


FY  1M6  MIUTARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 


.  L/»U 


J  INSTA^lATCN  ANDlOCATON 

Sunflower  Army  Ammunition  Plant.  Kansas 

A  PROJECT  title 

•>  PMOJtC’  NuMHY** 

Guanidine  Nitrate  Ship-Out  Facility 

00 

:2.  supplemental  HATA;  (Continued) 

A.  Estinated  Design  Datat  (Continued) 

(1)  Status!  (Continued) 

(a;  Date  Design  Started  . . . 

(b)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  January  196S 

(c)  Percent  Complete  As  Of  October  1985 

(d)  Date  Design  Complete . . . 


.Mor  P5 

. _ 0 _ 

. _ i'lo. 

•tus-is. 


^2)  Dasist 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  Yes 

(b)  Uhere  Design  Uas  Host  Recently  Used 


No  X 


(3)  Total  Cost  (c)  =  (a)+(b)  or  (d)+(e): 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Costs  . . 

(c)  Total  Cost  . . 

(d)  Contract  . . . . . . 

(e)  In-house  . . . . 


(SOCO) 

_ 11 

20 

. 21 


(S)  Construction  Start  . . . . . 


_ J‘in.e6 _ 

month  t  year 


D.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  which  will  be  provided  from 
other  appropriations! 

Fiscal  Year 

Equipment  Procuring  Appropriated  Cost 

Ngitencloturg  AEEISEli3il2D  _ _ 

dag/ugt'equTpment  -  “paa  bo  200 

TOTAL  ~  200 


00  /cSr».l3f1e 


VCUS  tOUONS  may  0r  USfeD  MTEMNALLY 
UNTH.  iXHAUSTED 
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